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ahiogeoy youg -- 5 1! 
Ts Theeie har whereas { make/:our Go 
Form 5 or forme uGauſe of out. | 
{wailow,the ceafon:ofche Rop isnor 

confidered-moreiof the matter, bur lefs. Oe Erie x ro be 
ſby/ abour this, when Mr. Baxter birnſlf has awe 
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which you i ) if Ws 
it Chrifts Righteouſneſs, or our. performance of che Evangelick Candi- 


| era fo Rignconiees? And 


what Fuftification Paſſive, but this Evarigelick Performance ſo im- 


.puted ? Certainly, my Brother, ti up tathis,:yogido bur 


io of ll elyoace, {C41 


bas ot} gnvt HW 
Wi gdb afapbonyi Wi Aahoomghly 
Ws the tianiwho brokd3beleggiuthe; denial Gh cor oor upped 
& mn tormal ſet: upitherchare(ad he muſt) another 
ns . A Righsoauſngs theee profit be-thatcontlirixes 
ws Raghte af be cot Guilty, wbares #2 Why, Mr. Horton 
makes this tlic Pordon 5460 Righerauthe of 
parte mal pr oor She! Go) of J afts : 
ſiſt ina RighteouſneſzandMr. Wotton fatobantGI tn that Purdom 
wi; Shath dthers avauch. .afterhich,as the aunty whereof 
2 Sinner is capable. It is thig chereforg as another/ @ying/ of \the fame 
$0ort and Author, :wbioh nar or takem in, 8s, - 9T In os 
Banks! Fo ane} ek conflare & 
Fuſti te, Foueay is Fuſs , fas forms;; our barnice! i& Prove» 
Rant Divmes, :bave jgemerdlly.own'dagd held to'beahe 
of Cheift: nas inp frag kad; belieerear Gets 
be let io, and ton: crude at laftito be digeſted. Fo make Pardon it, 
aye diatdf ſenſe jr in but the Stripture) never calls | this) :yace 
ybrarilthoorets infeillow'3 x, icbcing 2 chicd: ching 
whe is. .it, poi have bit ob the rights) and thattis the1Righrronſmeſe 
of God, winch you undcrfiind fo jan youu define; The way ar mw 
ahead. of " welnob gs: of Gods or appoint ing ; 
of; 00 which-weattam by. Faith. Thiv ischar 
Rigmeoyſntſoin oppoſition taHorky (when rhe ig broonſweſs of Chrif 
can'obe ſavppaſed)- chat Pawb IR PART 
is the Juſtiicotivns forma, we ſeek in-rhe buſimeſ, 17; > +1) 

4. And herein, you om ba of Þ talieve})-vhan Mr. Sexe) 
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vertue, (i bf ther Law' he” is (meds fuck, or Scored: 
Gn - 1 von Opn av if.. he wore ſweh by:che lawoef- of. ane 
when yet by this be is ſtill unrighteous. And when you 
ear I ENT Iyer yo underftand wilt <> 
t2ouſnels', and how it beets /ahind is the Barks; "formal 
boa ma or one our? 
T Iths' term. | format «anfe ] oil wit yet pal ohh 
nuke ir.paſs. The mv of our Faith tous for Ri 
ſaid). is Zafyfrarion. | will more unfold whele' — ſay-thus, 
Gods maknng or conidia or juſt by 
for Rightrouineſ, is Fufipcarion A rve< Oar being 
confJu ated righteous by that Irputatian, b Jafſiceies 
I hope is plain-andundeniable, 'Now' chis Faith chen __ otro 
being the whereby God conflitazes,” and we are com 
Pirnted righteow (which is inſt by his Law'of the Golpel) 
it waſt bathe Form, or formal-- Cauſe - of our Juſtification 5" Actors 
ding/'to the Gying+ mentioned, Performalem Faſlificationit” caſa. 
Juſts confirtummry.; which | rake to be as good as anp-Oracle; to des 
clare to us how that Ferm Was formerly, —_ to be naderftood, 


to! as 'for nr Cs tr that amr us "4 .and is this Cermak res / 
quſaef; and iris bur av abſurd thing to ſay the other ; for which 
Time alone will give | e's a” q i Fo 

': F..:Ler me yer ncuato you know, ſay, 

yRogg is io kmy #; Joſt OSESaS Ln by 1nfu/ion) ia) td 


aorpr rag nay 2 hack 5 AA bettrvy "_ 


drrparwly our Sunland. "Well wot the Papifis"andooe 
donor differ in-our Notion of the Teri Erurce jewel Conor 
For if Juſtfication was:that they ſax. is. #+,- « forms) Fen wn — 

ie -were/the Form,': 

underſtand-me, Brother, -when1 tell preiducinbick- ſes Wh 

not ie boforo,pchis Juſtification @ the making as juſt (ard Ttell-you how) 
as well as the gecounting ui juſt; Tell-you alſo, and þ tell 
this Rightcouleſs is and mutt thereby. becamethe Cauſeof 'it, 
Our Termy /we take from. 'the Papifts'and-the 2: And when 
 oitr Learnedſt Proteſtanes bays made Chriſts- Righteauſnels (rhe furs 
mal Cauſe, in the ſeriſe they made ther fo,:, you and1 tnult make The 
Righveouſneſs of Godſo, of. we ſtarid not to our tackle, bur fail in 


6. The other thing I muſt + \tell you is, That tbere-ate-vwo lured 
inferred in. your: Book, -at the end of -the nimth Chapter y 'which you 
call a Scheme of Juſtification; which was" 2 puzling on? 
ſelf, when-I wrote my own Book; - They. ſpeak of g twofold 
of the Law and of the Goſpel 3 and accordingly -of - a twofald Juli 
fication, Prine/pel and: Primery (you ſay): Subor date and Conſequent; 
You ſecrn tome to have put this jfito; your. Book, after \anotber'rars 
than the ref - which you) weighed {o. well: before 3 you wrote; | ;Soime- 
thing there is: you areaſraid of, but,do you know what 2 Mn, Bax- 
ter and others have (aid ſome ſuch thing, and you bave ſome -mic 
giving , leſt a diſreſpeR be offer'd ro Chriſt's Righteoufock, if you 
fay-nar the liket00; Thus the: ingenuous Mr, Gibbong, and:Mr. Wit 
- amy when they have made and. held -out n.Goſpel-righteonſucſs'and 
Faftificatienaccardingly, mult have a Legal one: alſo, that Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs may be imputed, or | eIſe their D>Qtrine will aot down. 
The Brethren elſe will be off-nded; and that is it, 

7. © bt is rrue that Chriſt by his SatisfsRion, (conſiſting of his 
Paflive and ARive Obedience both, for-performing.the Law of our: 
Redemption) has freed us tram the Law-of Works, and Condem-- 
nation by 1t z| but is this Taft ification ? No; #t:is not:: This. is: Re-. 
 demytion, which precedes, and is in order as a means to our” Jaſtif- 
cation, which: is plain by the Text, Being: jaſtifird freely by bi: grate, 
zbrough the Redemption that # in Chriſt rs 6 The freeing us 
the Law, is freeing - ysi froth it. as Rule of  Fadgment, when it 
K mains a- Rule of Life ( PE may {ce atidrge in my... 
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Ts te 
ewe ry ſo 
Mr. Gibboxs, and Mr. Williams w- 
KI the Impuration of Chriſt's Fes Tg = 
yk tags contents Man, Let Sen, EE 
© are two one. if 
;-.dnt ; The o els roo FRBR Sn re 
really in our behalf, for our fakes, for av, in our ſtead 3 i may 
be ſaid, in ſe imputed) as to the Impetr ation of the benefits we 
by him y | dition : And pul end.a For MO thoſe - 


upon the | b, the 
FRge gu r re 
Pray ſee my - 
fication, p. Jo, 31, 3% or my laft Book, P35, 36; where (inthe | 


= the ſame _ repeated, __ ive me ye Sy and im- 
1a t thereupon, WHIC are this, I e in t 
Fo Me x rock bs har fruſtrate of that Satisfa om "I 
10, Ax for your R«mirks, our diffccence is .not rancs, that 1 ſhoold 
exemine them, Only one Queſtion you ask me thar 1 muſt no paſs 
oyer, Wills th wot ſerve as wel 10 all mtents and purpoſes to ſay, That we 
rote h, . 95 the Cn Keke ob, ly, «by the term 
" our ification? 1 Anfwer, Ny, by no means, m 
| ag Brothe ” 7 I thould reſt there, when. | cknowkd 4 
pos Thai unt my (elf one thar' ſought to. pleaſe Mev, cor 
fave n An Mn than ſerve the "Truth 3 that is, 10 be tender- 
won mok I perceive are apt ta, Lhe iLanr not you my woody 
| ccme-oyer to afy uch. hard ſaying, as they fre 
note Her S TT back, and walk 00 more wits! [ 


pet af rs, oe Ts WE a5 Tp x Lage oh 
c , f inglathvn - ail i 7b; of 
ar 


TOTES 


, Whichis | 
the alt m gh io abs buſſes, wy is rv 
- toa word: as jo the mater of the Trhitry, wa 
of Hemorwfios, no more to be diſcarded. 1 wilt. yer bg 
the! according to'a more ſhallow 'or 
of I doreckva for my own part, ſuch,or ſ@ wow by rhe 
* Ktiowledge that F bigve”” "as to the c 
'Marter. Weiler Tu 3 a bod ; Fr anonh 
above-all mean .or o, we ray. 
—_ ſee the fame, when prodentlly they aa 
ir; and v n they yet would be more generour too, ' fn 
2 rio of their Teftimony ro ir., > Br end wit 1both. preg mn An 
þ. our). and: ub, cauſes came Linta tbe World, that 1' ſrald brat 8 
4 32/5 ta rt 
Eo F will yer inffance” for your Convition.. "The Scriph a 
th 


one place is expreſs,” By rhe obedience of eel ne y be vide 

oe, One may ak ow Is not Chiiſts Obctience thei 

not the being mail y ro be juſtified?" 1 Ay, IMS Thi 
Obedience aur inthe k Phe, a0 cs this ee, 'y TU 
rigateous upon-oar Fait Tying us, But here is 
3.0 of the poi, Ciirifts Obedience does rhake© © 8s as righePds, 0 


juſtifies us per modion conſe meriboria, but nor modutn I for- 
als (which the Do&rine'ot Imputation' in AN ons 
tifications. We areto enlarge here by flew 


in dedrh, which paſſes pon ull'Men, RE if io is, Sr rao *y asto 
that Mlett : Likewiſe, how Cheift's obed{ent ſuffe "of (ftering 
obedience, has * procured rhe Grace, that we” tns b jullified by 
Fairh withour r"Wotks, - «nd-are ſo, "Upon oar ing. We ard. 
made ſminiirs then by Adam's fio, and. made og, by Chrifty 
obedience per rodiem merit;, nor otharwile. This is fatisfaion” to 

this Text ; thisthe core o es ink] , Chriſt is _ 

fin for. wr, in vnorher p aur fins. procurin : ſufferings) 

wethe righteouſneſs of God in bim, Row is that Per iodum meriti, 

Lay. ſtiliz. Efe&ive, in ſhort, won Famaliter. See What weed we 2 
have of ſuch Terms, See bow ſpecdity aud: comptcarly” ea 


Soom 


I'T, 


4d 5 


fuſſering but Ereenal 2 fo by his Obedience, though 


from obeying God according tothe Golpel, yet bedid from 


and to this purpdſe 
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tothe Law ws he Condition of Salvation, In this ( 
heobeyed, that we might not ſo obey, as well a 


he ſuffered, thar we might not , ſuffer : char is, upon this account, 


not all accounts, obey | 
Before I leave you, forthe fake 0 


NI his is Printed, 


I muſt wiſh you again to rake heed that when-I ſay that Chriſt dark 
obeyed for ws, in the ſenſe of in our fead, you do not miſconſtrue me, © 


'To do « thing in ones Read, 
ny oat aytna 


18,19-do.it-fo as to free: 
perfect; abeging the Law did (l 
) free us from thoſe Tiexm, yet did be net obey the Law 


other from 


D 


as ſome would have it, that no other Obedience is necefliry to our 
fe.impured to 6, as furmally to jultife us. ' 


difpure agaialt in'your ora hes I fad in ſome Notes 


2by become ours, or is ay 
» is that Doctrige you 


which 


1] writ 


-_- 
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5 Ger 6 Slgcmkes's Mabe 
ther the words be my own; or  0r 0 x ont); 

fer down to confirm your 

Theres « double Debe, the vg mn ns 
Nomine pens, fatafaRtion for our failing, "115 Gid, Chrit pad bot 
for us, and both impured, But if bis being ſuch as char he 
omitred no duty, and committed no fan, be imputed, there is no need 


the loſs of the Reward, but we muſt have right to Heaven together 
with our freedom from Condemnation. [r may be ſaid further, amen 
may be forgiven, but yet-not reputed never to bave broken the Law ; 
God cannot accourit any thing other-than-it is, and the. man was a 
Hnver. Tbis now being true, it appears how Chriſt's Ri 
rherefore cannot be thus imputed (as our formal Righteouſnebs) becauſe, 
then as he, we ſhould be look'd on as if we had never finned, when 
we ſhall ever even in Heaven be judged us ſuch that once had finned, 
but now forgiven, "The root of 'the Errour (as | have ſaid ever ) lies 
here, te think we muſt be juſtified by che Zow of Innecency as Chriſt 
himſelf; which does ſubvert the Goſpel. - 
Your 4fured Friend and loving Brother, . 
John Humfrey, 


To Mr. Humfrey. 
Reverend and dear Sir, 


T7 you have taken ſo muck pains to open my Underſtanding, 
and ro make an» Eye-falve to clear my Gght, | count a great fa- 


. your,  — to-be much bligec to you for it: For I 
defire to wn my Errors, in every I am - willing roopen . 
my eyes and all my Powers to let in Light, which is ſo ſweet and 
gratefu); ng Ae 11,7 Ifay. euphrgy emer, but ſolvelumen amicum. 


| | Same points indeed are clog'd- with Inter, which dim the fighe, 
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How far forth the Light in your has 
FE pochmhe-o phe» abt doly vir 
follow 


" In the beginning you tell me, hat Difageſs® voy ovborzns 
in the majn with EIN am ſure we did not Notes,noc 
the Plagiarics one with another;my Diſcourſe being writ almoſt 
Pa Years ago, and with lirtle alſtance from Books more than 
the Bible and Concordance x, as is expreſt in the Epi 
I, You obGrve my hlineb to adaaie of Faith, or Goſpel-righ- 
reouſneſs to be the Form of Juſtification. 1 granted it may be Formal- 
i neſs or Goſpel-righteouſneſs, and yet not the formal Cauſe 
-Juſtibcation z; for Love, Hope, Fear of God, &c...are; Golpel- 
and conſequently Golpel-righteguſneſs, and yer none of our 
Proteins ſay that they are ihe formal Cauſe of our Juſtification, 
(though you ſay Fairh working by Loves) and therefore I thought 
there might be a diftiaQtion between them, and that one did not 
| neceffarily infer the other : But upon further conſideration .of what 
you. ſay upon that” point, I don't ſee at preſent how I can.eyade or 
avoid the dint and force of your Renbeaing, to pe So 
- 2 Y | 


— =y 
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Figures, Thal nd for fond 3 he will 

call he Fontor formal Orale of" orno, I'R contend 

with:no Body about foch Tertns 3 fey res ad infift  vebe- - 
that Term, I knownot. * 

Fs ferves for Anſwer alſo ro I'2. and F'7- which do but perſe- 


3 S — 'the Ms ol 

b 1 more (1 hilieve) than Mr. Baxter, there 6 
wo fy part tent.  Fuſtification, yow. ſay, is Gods 

ſain 


wſing us as juſt; bat jou bave not token im what he 


\T het it &. alſo the making of us jul. —Bew s edar? Nee 
Ta Papifts ;, nor by Nor-imputation, as Mr, Worton ; 


ation ; God imputing our Patch for Rigbreouſneſs.] To- 
R. y Exphationpt Jaſtification Ave, (8 you call 

Gad, F cook inevery thing that I found any 
alloobrm one for? 1 Feich'd it wholly our of choſe places. 
of Scripture, there quoted : And whereas it 1s commonly ſaid to be 
« Law Ferm, and therefate we muſt bave recourſe to mopenk - 
underſtand the trac fenf&of it, Thave'there, ie Toll ppene 6 

I miftake | ==, 


the mature” of it rt of Re; | 
more folly _ Ry fore; And have ſorvetimes. 
thotiphr that that was onevof the cleareft things i in all 'my Bbok.. 
Ff you think my account defcQtive, and would bare any thing elfe 
added ta it, give me your Scripture for it, as I have done for what I 
Gy, and Il add ir, Ties. here Hick 

Bur ro make my ſenfe more un, Fil give you-a Scheme, accor- 
ding ro my Auger > of rhe whole Matter. There are 'thefe ſeveral 
things which awſt-be carefully Aitinguiſh's and confidered as diftig&t | 
9 this caſe. 

1, Chriſt has obrainedat Gods hands, That "Faith fhonld be ac- 


counted for Rees 'Thas is ang the Law ; fixing and 


og 


etbliſting the Ruteaccording o _ nent muſt 3 None 

can ſay that th hee making us or Ju ur, ſe it 

ns but General, pig, fon Pak outs, x: by 
2, There is the beftowing of Faith upon us,” which is aor vom 
.righteoufgeſs; and this now is making us juf, with the | 

ouſneſs of SanOificarion ;, or enduipg us with -rhe Right K 

God; whereby. "we become confarmable to "the "Rule: Neit 

this Jaftificarion, bur. Santtificarion, oreffeQual Caftiog, Regen: 


ration,, 


” * -- m.. S i "XK. = . [1 : I £7 _ 42 
- <2 LE” Ll — L - 4; — 2 4 
2 _ > 4 - FP oo 4 Y 4 ©. - _—_— z Sts” "4 . : 
PE WEE 7 S4 hh. 3 te FEE oy PIE LY ; 
| ” , 
i _ b | _ , % =, . 
X a , 


-_, 


F 10, Your Anſwer to my Queſtion does not fatizfie me; You 
don't ſhow what intents and ſes che phraſe of formal Rigbteowſ-" 
#!ſ1 ſerves for, which the word | ay, or Condition} will not anſwers 
- furely there is not as wide a « 'berween Form and Condation in 


this caſe, 0 NT Ry HP in the point of the Dei- 


-C 212. I fully agree to all. - 

$ 12. To what you fay about the Theſis or Diſſertation, 1 conceive 
it may very fitly be annexed to the Diſcourſe' of Juſtification z not on- 
ly for the clearing of thet Queſtion, which is there handled, bat for 
what you can't deny, to wir, oe oy of what is there deli- 
vered. Your Reaſons for me to'oitnit them don't fariahe me, © Not the 
firſt ; for tho? we don't bold that Chriſt's Righteouſneſs imputed is 
the formul Cauſe of our Juſtification ; yet we hold it ls the meritorious 
Canſe ; and fo be—< ov antes us to diſcuſs IEILIT 
For whatſoever difficulty occurs ing t ighteouſnes of 

+ of Jaſtifcation, the ſame 


Chriſt confidered as rhe ng Cauſe LO 
e. Nor the ſecond; 


alſo concerning it, as the weritorieons C 

for when I ſay, o_ rh being rw wr, not Perſon, was 

under 'no obligation ,I uo Ong ly ; pure 

the account of his being Man, and antecedently' ro Aden ue ang 

tary undertaking. | 2 
You Objet, How doth Chrif ſay bu Father was priater than 

be ? ] Tell me how you will reconcile that with Phil. 2, 6. He 

thought it ne robbery to be equal withGodzand you will anſwer your ſelf. 
Here you muſt come off | and ſay} | thank you for the Afſiftance 

you lend me z bur I am of Age-to Anſwer: for my ſelf ; which 

with your leave, I do thus, 1. How Tame be down, fay you, m_ 
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it were 
obey 


Us, 
the Law, or Old one did. 


has hd 


cation. How: far forth my Reply, in thoſe things wherein-we di 
- will approve it ſelf to you, and had acceptance wi | 
to the 'Tryal.. In.the whole I haye deſfign'd nothing 
of Truth and Kindneſs ; and fo de hope that you will fad no reaſon + 
to judge otherwiſe of me than, tha I- am, | 
Tour reſpe3ful Friend and Fellow-labearer, . 
- Samucl Clark, ; 
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Mr, Wocton, from whom i ang and ſometimes both, 
as appears in eragrncgr og Cath; Theol, Book 11. Pag. 239. By 
and upou believing, we are re fot made juſt, by free-gives Pardon = 
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Right to Life, andirue Senftification with it, and we are ſentenced 
Jab *fo forſs made juſt. , at. bg | , hy 

' The Papilt fay Juſtificarion makes us juſ;by the infuſion of inherent 
Holineſs, -and that this infuſed Grace or inherent Holineſs is therefore 
the formal Cauſe of our Juſtification, which we know confounds 
Faſtification and S anftification, The Proteſtant in oppoſition to this 
have generally ſaid that we are made juſt, (Rom, 5. 19.) by Chriſty 
Righteouſneſs, and that his Righteouſnels inpured, muſt be confſe- 
quently our formal Righteouſneſs, tho* ſeveral of late more cau- 
tious,take heed bow they ſay that. Sententia ihoruwm gui Chriſei Obedi® 
entiam © juſtitiam nobis imputatam ſtatiiont efſe formalem canſam 
Juſtificationts,communis eſt noſtrorum omnium (ententia,lays Davenant. 
Mer: Wotton, that Scholaftically deep Min, in+ oppoſition to both, 
does ſay that it is Pardon makes the ſinner righteous, and conſequently 
that Perden is the Form or formal Reaſon of ' our Juſtification. - Mr. 
Baxter. you ſee before accounts we are made righteous by Regenera- 
tion and Pardon both, and conſequently (whetherhe expreſly ſays it 
or 00) Pardon and our E ical Righteouſneſs: muſt be with him 
borh the formal Cauſe, though the' Righteouſaeſt of Chriſt. be the 
material (he ſays) and meritorius Cauſe, of. it, - Leading Calvin hath 
gone before our Aſſembly, and tells us, Nos Fuſrificstionem ſimpliciter 
eterpret amur acceptionem qua nos Deus in gratiam receptos pro juſtis 
habet : Eamq; in peccatorum remiſſione,” ac juſtitia Chriſts imput atione 
poſitam efſe dicimus. Inft. }. 3; c-'+1, For 'my own parr, I am here 
exactly for 'neither of theſe, bur ' ſ&y, that ic is the Righreowſneſs of 
God revealed jn the Goſpel, that-makes us juſt, and that this is the 
formal Reaſon of our Juſtification, 

I will reciteit z The Infuffon of inherent Grace, is Juſtification 
Aﬀtioe with the Papiſt, and this inherent Grace infuſed, Juſtification 
Paſſrve. The Imputetion of Chriſts Righteouſneſs is Juſtification 
Ative with the Proteſtant, and that Righteouſneſs impured Juſtifica- 
tion Paſſive, Pardon with Mr, Wotton. Both Pardon and a Righ- 
teouſneſs ſubordinate to Chriſts, with Mr- Baxter, But as to me, 
I continue and fay, the Jmputation of 'the Rigbteouſneſs of God, or 
of Faith for Righteouſneſs, is Attive Juſtification, and the Rigbte- 

of God or Faith, fo imputed, is Juſtification Paſſpve, - or the 
formal Cauſe (as Paſſive) of ut. 

This one thing I take to be certain, that the Righreouſneſs of Ged, 
which the Apoſtle tells us, is now revealed, and theretore before, tho? 
occult in the World, as Anſtin bath ir, is that Righteouſneſs in oppo» 
6:ion to any other whereby we ars juſtified, and:iyou having given 

| | yon 
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w fo good att acconntand right Notion of it in Aunt ation: on 
the Gd, and on the New Teſtament, beſides lg have ſaid in 
your preſent Buok, it is fit you go thro? and perfeRt it. By this 
Righteouſneſs of God, you underſtand not the Rightecuſneſs of 
Cariſt, with the Proteſtants ordinarily, nor yet the Righteouſneſs 
Inherent the Papiſes contend for, whereof inleed you are over- 
afraid. Mot by the Works of Righteeuſneſs we bave done, Gys the 
Apoſtle in one place, where he means the Righteouſneſs according 
to the Law of Natzre, or our Natwrel Rigbteou,/neſs, which is 
Means, . not thzs Righteouſneſs of God, but that which by Adam's 
Fall we bave quite loſt, infomuch as there could be no Righteouf- 
nefs in the Earth any more (as | Gy in my Books) if it were not 
for another brought ip, and ihere is one brought in by the Mdeſſcab, 
and as ſain in Deniel, that is, procured by Chriſts Deatb, and which 
you in your Anzvtations tells us right, is this Righteouſneſs of 
God, intended by the Apoſtle. Of Ged, beirg of bis in{tucution 
in diſtinction to that of Natare,or of Man, and is otherwhere call'd 
the os which i; of Foith, and the Righteouſneſs of Faith. 
Which is of Faxuh,that i, (Gy you) obtained by Faith, and of Faxh; 
Faich ir ſelf being it,ns imputed to us for Righteouſnels by the Law of 
the Goſpel, which is ſtyled therefore, the Manieretion of Righteonſneſ+. 
Now when we ſhall find this Notion 1n the particular places of your 
Annotations ſo weil propoſed, you muſt give me leave to carry it thro” 
to what it leads, and let you know (which indeed makes it bgni- 
fie) that it is this Rigbteauſneſs, and no other is that which is the 
Form, formal Cauſe, or formal Reaſon, of our Juſtification. 

Nate I pray, once for all, that in putting in the word, [vr] Ju- 
fication, by me, is fignihed to be paſſively taken, as it mult be 
tuken, and is by Proteſtants and Papifts, in their Diſpute abour it ; 
and by tbe Apoſtle, when be diſputes that it is by. Faith, aud not 
Works, ihat Abrahans was, and we are jaffified. And here thea 
have we indeed an E/quxa, © thing you have found our, wherein the 
Cautious of our Proreftants of late bave been, and are at loſs, 
even the knowledge {when- they durſt neither allow Chriſts Rigb- 
reonſacſk, nor our own to be the formal Canſes) what indeed the 
formal Cauſe iss For making which appear, and that I ſpeak nor 
without Book, be pleaſed ro know.. It is an Objection whick muſt 
needs be ready to come into- every ones mind, that it we be juſt 
&:d by Chriſts Righteoulnefi imputed,that is,fo as bs Righteculnes be 
accounted ours formally, to juſtifie uez. then muſt we be thereby as 
tghteous (it Law (caſe) as Chriſt himſelf. This m—— 


putes 

Righteouſneſs is & farmals juſtitia,which Davenent,with others 
maintain, And if Chrifts be not, pry. pon + nar cr 
to make us Righteous ; and to be the Form of our Juſtification, and 
what is it ? Nate, Secondly, That Chriſts a. agua”; muſt be 

ted, but nor impated as ewr7, for then it will be our formal Righteouſ- 
nefs. But fo far imputed, (Note Thirdly) that by verrure of it we ſball 
be accounted juſt before God. Well then (Note fourthly) I muſt 
ack, what Righteouſneſs that ts, wherein or whereby we are 
accoumed righteous before God ? Is it by ? No, for then it were im- 
puted to us as ours, and it were our forms Righteouſneſs, which at 
firſt be renounces as not the Proteſian: Opinion ; Is it our ows inbe- 


rent Righteouſneſs ? He dares not own _—— it 
the Pas Opinion, What Righteouſneſs then ? » ſuch a 


ſoever it be) that is al one ax f wwe our ſelves bad im ws that, where © 


by we may be ed righteous before God. Mate it ; it is not 
ner, fra retnrady but quo, referring to one OY 
ſtood, that is, not in us, bur as good as if it were in us 5 and that 
not Chriſes (I ſay) neither but one by vertue of his Righteouſnels 
7 and is nor, | If Dr, Ames had known our middle way, 
there needed no fuch ſhifting as this, to make us juſtified witbour 4 
Righteouſneſs, or forms! Righteouſneſs, neicher in Chriſe, for fear 
of this Obje#icn, nor in our ſelves for fear of Popery, For God be 
thanked, there w a Righteouſneſs, and that whereby we are juſtified, 
that is neither of them, even the Rightecuſneſs of God, which i nor 
the Righteouſnek of ChriS who is God, nor the Righteouſneſs of 
Works, or Papiſtical Righteouſneſs, but a Righteouſneſs revealed in 
the Goſpel, in oppeſicion to Werks, or the Rigbteonſmeſs of Faith 
imputed to the B-liever for Rt hteouſneſs, through the vertue or 
merir of our Redeemer, for his Filtification and Salvation. 
Whenever we read of imputing or accounting t0 « Man, s thing 


that & go'd, is is an Att of Grace, and fignifier ſomething which & | 


not, Cys Mr. Truman, It is fo i the imputing Faith for Righte- 
oufneſs, for there is a donation of two things by ir, which in us 
are not. One is Chriſts Merit, or the virtue of it to render our 
Faith accepted, and the other a Righe to the benefits, or reward, 
which a perfeR ——_ give us if we had it. =o 
3 ai 


is brought ro, He muſt deny this at firſt, char Chrifts 
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(18 ) 
Faith or Evangelical Righteouſneſs, being imperft& and no/Righte= 
ooſneſs by the Law i yrs theſe two thi conferred, wade ſuck 
bor (being imputed to us fer' Rig bitouſneſs) by the Law 
of the Goſpel. | 

I hope ow Brother you will be leſs afraid of our falling in with 
the Papiſts, though Juſtification is the making us juſt, as well as ac- 
counting us juſt; and though our inchoate Grace, our Faith; our 
Evangelick Performance, -accepted throngh Chriſt, be our formal 
Rig bteouſneſs, (which you are ſo backward ro confent to.) becauſe, 
befides that this Righteouſneſs hath not the ſame Rele to be judged- 
by, with theirs, nor is of the ſame. £uality as theirs, for they men- 
fure the ſame by the Law, and yet maintain a Meritorivs Righte- 
ouſnefs, and Perfe&ion (which difference you find in my Book) , 
I fay, befides this, the inherent Righteouſneſs ir felf of our Fuf5fi- 
cation, is not the ſame with theirs of Regeneration. It 1s the Righ. 
reouſneſs of God, which is of his inſtiturion, to be diſtinguiſhed from 
that of ours, wherher it be the Righteouſneſs of Nature (as be- 
fore) which we have not, or of the inherent Grace we have ; the 
one Coming to us by Infuſion, the” other by Imputation God im- 
puting (Tay) to us that imperfeR Grace for Righteouſneſs, by this: 
Law of the Goſpel, 

This will appear yet further, by my proceeding to your Animad- 
verſions, 1 grant (you ſay in one of your Letters) that we muſt be 
made juſt before we can be accounted juſt, but that # by beſtowing Faith 
upon us, Tuſtification is relative Grace, and that & founded m Real, 
or ſuppoſes Real Grace, as the Foundation of it, and making w juſt; 
which is Real Grace, muſt not be reduced to Juſtification,” that « 
Grace Relative, This is ſomething in the Ore, but let us m<lr it 
and improve it; and I ſay, that hcre is Confuſion indeed, but I 
hope not mine, You miftake firſt in not diſtinguiſhing making juſt. 
All making juſt is nor Real Grace, or by giving Faith, but there is 
a making juſt alſo which is Relative Grace,( if Juſtification it ſelf be 
Relative Grace) and that is not by befowing, but by jwputing Faith 
already beſtowed to un, for Righteouſneſs. You miſtake next in think- 
ing I reduce your making jutF to Fuſtification, (by reducing, you 
mean rendring them one) for your making juſt by beſtowing Faith, 
is Regeneration, which I diftinguiſly from Tuftification, as you and 
all Proteffants do. Juſtification wakes juſt, otherwiſe, In the nexe 
place you tell me of Relative Grace being founded on Rea! Grace, 
bur I ſce not wherein that ſerycs-you, of oppoſes me. Real! Grace [ 
 tzke_ir, is that which makes a change on-the Perſovy, but Relative 
Grace 


- 
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(19) 
Grace only on the Szate, giving right to the | 
to- the Prrſag, Leppriend 6 of, lu ſtinCti 
do not apprehend: yow right, . you mpſt help my. 
Well, now Regeneration, | count with you, muſt precede 7 
Fon, that is, Real Grace. Upon this Real Grace then is founded that 
making us righteous, which is Relative. There is. Faith already 
wrought and preſuppoſed, and God - in. juſtifying us, does by - his 
Goſpel-Law {1 count) conflitate, .or make that Bazth to bea Ri 
teouſoeſs (which otherwiſe it.-was, not). that gives right to the be 
nefits. that a perfect Righteouſneſs, 1f performed, would give : The 
Regenerate Man (1 ſay) believes Upon his believing, the Goſpel- 
Law, or God by that Law, does jmpute that believing to bim for 
Rigbteouſnefs : By which Imputation be is made, accounted and uſed 
as a righteous Perſon, and ſo reaps the benefir, . All which toge- 
ther is bis Juſtification. OT WE # | 

Let us here ſet our Horſes together, There is a Righteouſneſs, or 
the Grace of Regeneration.; or a Righteouſneſs, or the Grace of 

Fuſtification, Oae. is Real Grace, and the other Relative, you ſay, 
and therefore two, | Nevertheleſs, when you ſay the- Righteouſneſs 
that makes us juſt,, is Regeneration, you do not fee that this Righ- 
teouſneſs muſt not therefore be chat which juſtifizs us, or that ,which 
I Gay is the formal Cauſe of our Juſtification, Te is true, that our 
Righteouſneſs or Fai h wrought in us by Vacation, Regeneration, or 
Sandibication is the farue Righteouſneſs materially, but not the ſame 
formal with this Righteouſneſs of Juſtification ; for if a' Man 
were the moſt righteous Perſon upon Earth, there were no reward 
due to it, being imperfect, and ir could not be this Righteouſneſs in 
Gods fight, giving right ro the benchic (that 18, this Relative Grace) | 
but for the Law of Grace and his loftitution by it; A right to 
Impunity and Life, is Rightcouſneſs, , and that is not the Righte- 
vuſneſs of Regeneration, = 
. You ſay, God 'Regenerates us, and that makes us righteous ; Very 
well, and 1 tell you that this is the Righteouſneſs of the Perſon, which 
juſtifies not (and ſo I am no uy ) bur it is a Righteouſne(s of the - 
State, the Righteouſneſs [1 ſay.) which is made fa by the Golpel- 
Law, or that Relative Righteouſneſs, which does give right to the 
reward or. benefir, when the other imperfet cannot, . js - the Righte. 
ouſneſs. we intend, When a Man then is made rig Breows by God, or 
by his Law upon his believing, who was made r; hreous., before by 
Regeneration z or when'a Man hath Faith beſtowed on him in his 

Qual Vocation, and that Faith after is imputed to him for Righre- 
: ; : oufneſs 


- (0F \ | 
tafn:[c1, iris not his Faicth'aod Ri eſs as inherent, but a» 
"A is that "Righteouſneſs which | juſtifies him, or that 
Righteouſneſs that is the Forms or formal Cauſe of his Juſtifi- 
cation; . 
You may ſee here how by going to avoid Popery, by denying that 
we are made juſt by Tull beation, you take away hee Als, 
which by the gronnng and maintaining, we muſt obrain our pur- 
poſe, God (lays Mr, Baxter) as Law-giver above bis Laws, ma- 
keth ww juft by bi "—_ Law or Covenant ; and as determining 
Fudge, be juſtifies v1 by Eſftceming and Sentencing m juſt; and as 
Execationer, be wſes us as juff. A'l know ſuch things are fpoken in 
order of netwre, not of rime, which I need not mention before, or 
now, but to avoid Cavil, You deny this Conffitutive Juſtification, 
but 'what ſay you to the Matter ? Does God by-his Law of Grace 
make a Man juſt upon bis believing ? T'o be made righteous is to be 
juſtified in Law-ſenſe, and juft;Soble by Sentence, If God do fo, 
as the Law is general, then muft a particular Man believing, be 
m the applying only that Law to him, made righteous; made (6 


- - mm order to his being accounted, and uſed as ſuch. And if God, 


by that Law applyed ro him, makes the Perſon righteous, it is 
that Righ muſt be, and is the formal Cauſe of bis Juſtifi- 
cation, 

This my dear Brother you did not perceive, nor (as I think) Mr. 
Baxter quite, who came fo near it. He never let the right under- 
ſtanding of the Righteouſneſs of God (preceding aQtual Pardon) 
fiok into his hrs ; if he had, he would have ſer it into ſuch a 
Light,asthere would have been no need of my Book ; and if he had 
roundly told you, as I, what is the forme! Righteouſneſs that juſtifies 
the Bcliever, notwithſtanding other Proteffants ſay it not , you 
might have received ir, Though as to that Particular Juſtification, 
or Pare of Juſtification, againſt the Goſpekcharge that a Man is an 
Unbeliever and Impenitent, and bath no right to Pardon and Life, 
he accounts that his Faith and Repenrance is that Subordinate Rig bte- 
ouſueſs, which juſtifies him, and that muſt be formaliter, a3 1 fay, 
And to fatizhe Mr. Baxter tully, there is, and there can be no charge 
but thi vgainſt any; for the Goſpel-Law it ſelf, the Univerſal Pardon, 
or Grace of the Goſpel it ſelf {which in the Righ:eouſneſs of God, 
as to Gods part, is included) does alone take off, or anſwers af 
others, But now ſeeing I am yet in doubt that your fear of me, and 
therefore of other Friends, is not yet gone, in regard to my allow. 
ing that we are juſtified by a Rightcouſneſs withis w, or by our 


inherent 


(21) 
- mherent Grace, for that 1 percieve iris 
pery, winder the preſent a 

Works, you maintain without ſcruple : 
to deliver you and them out of it, 


Faith, 
Well chen, there i according-to your Self before, and hy Truth, 
a double Grace z Real Grace, and Relative Grace, and Fuſtification 
you ſay, is Relative Grace, Regeneration Real, | fay again accor- 
dingly, there muſt be s dewble Rigbteouſfuecſe, the Rightcouſnels of 

Ri 


you from Fear. The Papiſts (ay we are juſtified by the Rig 
requſneſs of Regeneration, and they are out : We ſay, and are right, 
by the other. F 
Let me ſay this yer fuller again, for when the Mind is 
with a contrary belief, and the nia exiftens does probibit alienuns, 
there is no hope for « New Notion to be received without inculcation.,. 
which therefore is to be uſed and approved. Thus far for certain 
you and Ido agree: Regeneration is one thing, and Fafification: 
another, when the Papift lay they are the ſame. We agree conſe. 
quently that there is a double Grace and Righteouſneſs, of the one, 
and of the other, We agree ſtill, tbat one is Rea! Grace, the other 
Relative, and muſt be diflcrent, The one, 1 have ſaid, makes a 
change on the Perſon, the other on the Srate only, or Condition that 
is, the one does endue the Soul with a New Quality, which of  a- 
wicked Man makes him godly; the other confers no New Luahity,... 
but « New Relation upon that Quality ; (Relative Grace, 2s you 
fay, being founded on Rea?) that is, the Relation of a juſtified Per-- 
fon, or righteous Man in Gods fight, which brings a right tothe 
Benefits or Reward due toa righteous Perſon, or due to- one if he 
had perfeAly fulfil'd the Law of God :- This ſure are we agreed in, . 
that Juſtification does confer right of Imapunity and Glory (which 
is 


bs ( 22 J ys > 

36 the Sum” of thoſe Benefits)- to a Petſon which-was not due, to 
his -Faith#nd imperfe&t Obedience, but that God does impute them 
.to him for Righteouſneſs ſo that this Right therefore - does come to 
him, not by Infuſion, (Ifay in my Book) but Immpuration, 

To be ſhort and full : Righteouſneſs conſiſts in a Conformity to a 
Law. {A Law hath its Precepts and Sen&ion, Faith is a Conformity 
to, and a Righteouſneſs itodding to the Precept of the Law of Grace. 
A Right to Pardon and Glory is a Conformity tro, and Righte- 
ouſneſs according to the Premium Senfien, When a Man believes 
the Law of Grace (or God by that Law) does impure his Faith to 
Fim for Righteouſveſs, and: thereby conſtitutes him righteous, and 
with chat Righteouſneſs confers on him a Right to the Reward of ir. 
This Right to the Reward, or Righteouſneſs conſiſting in this Right, 
is (and can be only) Relatrve Grace, not Regeneration or Santtifi- 
fication, which is Real Grace, but the Righteouſneſs of Fuſts 
cation, and this diſtinguiſhes our DoQtrine from the Papiſts. A 
Right (I muſt ſay itagaio} to Impunity and Life is a Righteouſneſs, and 
that Righteouſneſs not-the Righteouſneſs of Regeneration, but Fuſts- 
fication, The Paysſts, 1 repeat, do ſay it is by the One that we are 
juſtified, We ſay it is by the Orber. 

Here you have my account of Juſtification Conſtitutive, and hence 
you may have an account of thatText which is elſe ſo bard in Words, 
and various in the Interpretation. God juſtifies the Unged/y, The 
Man who is juſtified is a Believer, but notwithſtanding his Faith 
and imperfect Obedience he is legally Unrigbteous, Ungod!y, 2 Sin- 
ner, Now if Juftification be only the Accounting, not Making 2 
Man Righteous, how can God juſtifie the Unrighreous, or bim that 
is Ungodly ? The Judgment of God is according to Truth, and it 
were impoſſible, But when Juſtification is the Making or Conſtitu- 
ing a Man righteous (to wit,not by Infuſjon,l ay, but by Impuration) 
and propteres (as Contarenus before bath ir.) the Accounting and Uſing 
him as ſuch, we ſee how the Believer, though Ungodly, 1 juſtified, 

If any Catholick hereupon ſhall receive this, and will expreſs 
his DoQtrine of Jaberent Grace, as [ do, and ſay, that it is not by a 
Righteouſneſs according to the Law of Nature, which though in- 
fuſed, -and by the'Spirit is Mans Righteouſneſs. ſtill and imperfeQ, 
but by the pRro__ God, (which is ours, and, yet not ours as 
to what is imputed to it) thdt is, by a Righteouſneſs of Gods making 
or inſtituting, by the Law of the Goſpel, that he-is juſtified ; then 
were he in theright, and I ſhould embrace that Papiſt, as I do you 
and Mr, Baxter, Let'a Man be a Calviniſt, or Arminian, or * 

| pf, 


As' for the Scheme you offer. in hying TY 
ſuppoſirion, that Juſtification is nor Conſeitatove, or es: be 
only the accounting and wfeng us as juſt, I acknowledge u very agree- 
able z but we not-yiehd rp you (you fee all thits while, we muſt 
not) that ſuppoſition; it- would undo us. - Noz we mult for the ful- 
ler vg this Frame or Order of Things, take more com- 
pals than you do, and which may confirm what is poker, We muſt 
fir then conſider that” here is an A of Grace procured for us by 
Cheift, which is the Law of the Goſpel, whereby all Perſons, not- 
withſtanding our figs, ſhall upon their Faich and Repemiance be, 
and faved ; and in order hereunto this Law dots Eng 


Proceeding in thegnied of God. (a3 we muſt ſuppoſe 

be) he ſhall have the Benefit of the 4#, and'no otherwiſe, Now 
Sir, the ficſt thing in the applying the 4# to the Believer therefore 
is this, that upon his believing and repenting, it Makes him righ- 
teaus, for elſe his being a (inner, notwithſtanding his Faith, he could 
na be righteous, bur being med: (o, he is judged (o by 'the 


ſame A, and is to be o uſed. It is not the Parden which makes 


bim-righteoos, becauſe he muſt be jadged | by the Law and found 
i before he have that Pardon, or Benefit of, the A&, which 
is That, and Lyfe. And it is not Regeneration or Faith makes him 
righteous, becauſe that is ired as the Condition to his being 
made {o, and that is no Righteouſneſs as yer : But it » God by this 
AR impeting this Fairb and Repentance (which is wrought in qur 
tion) for Righteouſneſs, that makes him ri and being 

(1 ſay) ſo made, be does judge, account and uſe him fo, in confer- 
ring. the Benefits, which altogether go in to Juſtification, 
[ proceed to another paſſage in your Letter, 7 do not ſee at fre 
ſexs (fay you) how to avoid the daws avd force of your Reaſoning, that 
Foith'is the fermsl Cauſe of our Fuſtification ; However I 
lay to0 much fereſs apen # Logical or Metapbifical Term. They that will 
we 476 juſtified by Fanb in « plain ſenſe,witbout Tropes or Figmes, 
p#(s for jannd inthe Faith for me, whether they call it the Form 

or formal Canſe; or wo. | _” wy 'Ftiend- for this rem. ks 
Y 
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i by Chriſt, or his Right ; apprehended by Faith. . 
Chrift (fays Mr. " Baxter) for Faith, and read ſuch and fuch Scrip- 
tures, and ſee what ſtrange ſenſe it will make, It is our DoAtrine 
which is plain without fuch Tropes — And for what you 
fay, that if any ſhall ſer forth the true ine, without any Log- 
cal and Metaphificsl Terms, you ſhall approve them ; I fay the ſame, 
if they can indeed but ſoundly do it without them, But for all thar, 
we muſt (by your leave) keep faft to this Term; for there is more 
weight lies upon it than to part with it, and'the cenſcquence is yet 
more than you ſee, We know what Controverſies we Proteffants 
have among our ſelves, as well as with the Papiffs, about the Impu- 
tation of Chrifts Righteouſneſs, and you may be pleaſed alſo to know, 
that a right and ſavoury Uſe of this Term will - reconcile the ſound 
among us, I mean be a ground for it, or at leaft go fo far toward it 
' a5 to ſhield us from the Antinomian Errors, which are here mainly- to 
be feared, If a Man in good earneſt ſhall believe that Chrifts Righ-- 
teouſneſs, is ſo imputed to bim as to be made formally his, he muſt 
then needs think thar God can ſee no fin in ſuch a Righteouſneſs as 
his, and that then he hath no need of Repentance, or indeed of any 
farther Holy Living (retaining but ſtill his Faith) in order to ob- 
tain Heaven, You know the train unto- which ſuch Do&rine does 
lead, Whereas if we but diſtinguiſh now of Chrifts Righteouſneſs 
being ours meritoris, not formaliter, if we ſay we are juſtified by ir 
per modum meriti, not p'r modums cauſe formal, which is all one as 
to ſay it is #99þuted, but not as owrs, #n ſe, but in the effet;, then is 
this great Arzicle preſently ſtared z the Proteſtants, 1 ſay, that are 
found, reconciled, the Antinomian Concluſions diſcarded, and- all 
danger mour Dift-rences quite over. | 
There are Scriptures, He made to ws Righteonſneſs, By big Obe- 
dience we are made Righteous, The Lord our ' Righteouſneſs, and the- 
like, I never could come to have ſatizfaRtion abour thetn in my mind, 
but by the Impreſſion of this diſtin&tion- upon it. The definition 
of-- Juſtification by- the Aſſembly, if our being accounted righteous 
for the Rigbreouſmeſs of Chriſt, were underſtood formaliter, it were 
not to be born. And yet how-few-of our Miniſters themſelves have 
underſtood otBerwife, and knew it not bur they underftood it right ?- 
There are Paſſages colleted out of Dr, Bates's Hurmony, to contront: 
ſome others out of the Books of Mr. Witiems (the induſtrious Col-. 
kRor did wiſely to make the Door, not himſelfthe Accuſer)-: hs 
\ t 


Diflerences elſs.are Andohere: to one ana mike it, Bellermine, 
in his reduce 


areniar 


Article, with ſo match variety as they do, and as much as 
will, yet if they, in their fierceſt Conteſts for a R 
without ws, againſt a Righteouſneſs withis ww to be juſtified, do 
but and __—_ be underſtood with this Salve, - or 
under this Confinement Per modum Meriti, non formaliter, (which 
Bellarmine alone thinks worthy the confuting) the danger (1 (aid 
before) isover, and they agreed. | 

Alas ! what an abſurd thing was it at firſt, to the Pepiſes for the 
Proteſtants to ſay that we are juſtified by Criſes Righteouſnebs, it was 
all one as to ſay a Man is learn'd with anotbers Learning,or Rich with 
anothers Riches, Let me tell you Brother, that to ſay we are juſti 

fied formaliter by. Chriſts Righteouſneſs, is the ſame abſurd Thi 
Rill, and the Abſurdity is ſeen ſufficiently of late by our more con+ 
Gderate Divines, us appears in my Quotation of Dr, Ames, in yours 
of Mr. Anthony Burgeſſe, in Mr, Baxter of Prideux, and many 
' othersoccafionally in his Books, Upon which account you ate to 
confider, that whereas you and I do go a middle way, between Pro- 
reſtant and Popiſe,, and conſequently diflent from, and agree with 
both in ſome reſpeAs, there is this great Reaſon (which you de- 
mand of me) for our keeping up-theſe Terms, _ which Proteſiane 
- and Papiſe were engaged in,, becauſe we have hereby a ground for 
the fure forming of our Diflerence in regard to the Common Proce- 
; Ds « ſtant, 


fling; when otberwiſe it 6-7, BW to lay; _ that' i 
where we difler from. them, wirhour raif —_— — 
our Cauſe; W hile we ſock to make our 
more clear than yet it hath been made, we may be 
need no more but the uſe of theſe Terms [Form, f Conſe] for 
our Difterence from the Brethren, thar are for wmainceining 
the formerly received Doctrine of che Proteftant in chis-grear Article, 
Faſt ile fide ( lays _— qui operum juſtitia' extluſus, 
t4 juſticianm = fidem apprehendit, qua weſtites in Dei conſpeltw 
—_ peccator, ſed tanquam jaſrus xpparet. Note | pray} the word 
[targuarm] which manifeſtly wk a Reluftancy in that great Mans 
Mind, fo ſo- that he could.not fay juftus, which our Common Protes- . 
ſtant " apprehends; Nay, -indeed if we were thas. ohatbe# with 
Chriſts Righteouſneſs, (and that as to our Perſons, when our 'accep> 
tation through Chriſt is of what we fincerely Do, God being no- 
Mevegyer of: Perfons) or it Faith fo receives his Righteouſneſs, as 
to make it ours 5 ſe, for our Juſtificarion, then could it aot be faid by 
che Apoſtle, that God. juſrifics. tbe Ungodly, unto which wor picoat or 
ſed juſtus apparet is dircQly ys wore hate 2-65 ants of 
it. before fpoken, 

Fou obje&; and in one of your Letters told) 'me thar as ſome Phy- 
fitians have their Noftrans, this is my Yeſtrum, that is, that I ſag- 
thus, bur not others, - Oar Drvines ſay, Faith is the Condition; or 
the Iwſtrument, bur not the Form of formal Cauſe. of our Juſtifica- 
 tiva, This acknowledge, and Anfyer, that the Reaſon is 
becauſe our former Divines did apprehend that it is by the Law of 
Works that weareto be juſtified, and: there being no Righteouſacls 
but Chriſts which Anſwersthar Law, it muſt be his alone that cen - 
jJoftifie us :+ But this being a-m ſtake, the fundamearal-niiftake of our 
Divmes formerly Proteſtant and Papiſft ; and it beiag not by-the-Lapy 
ar according to the Law of Works, bus by the Luwof” Grace, or- 
according to the Goſpe that we are-to bs judged-and jaſb;fied, it is. 
impoſſiblechat ChnRt's Righteouſaeſ, which i is « Righteoulneks ack. 
cording to the Law; ould be that 'Righteoufuck that juſtifies us 
according to the Goſpel. It is impoſſible thac Chrifts Righteoumnels 
thould be that Righteowſneſs.of God; which in oppolttion ra Works- 
does juftite-us according to the Apoſtle, or- that 'Righteoufneſs of God, 
which without the Law-u-manifefed, leeing this A a Rightcoulnels 
wb the Law, being perfectly conformable rait,. And it'is impok.. 
itble ( Logically- impoſſible J* bus- Faith (which is that which the 
- Gulpel. requires a3. the Condition of Life, inſtcad of the ey 

ce 


p< 


—_ ED L , 
ro & aſlage, k tme to man Thoughts 
another Letter, in regard to our ſpeaking of Jultdicarion as 
taken, Tow ſeem (ay you) to make Juſtification, Attive and Paſſive 
rwo things. The former, Gods imputing; the latter, Faith iaputed for 
Vh/meſs, If they are different, you make two Fuſtifications, 
ch you condemn in me: If they are one, they muff both baeve the 
ſame Form, or formal Cauſe. But Fuſftification is Gods Af, und it 
« Wmupoſſible Faith or any thing ſhould be the faymal Cauſe of Gods AR, 
it: may be the Condition, not formal Canſe. As for this Paſſage, I did 
wonder to fee you fo much-jn earneſt, which may be objxRed agaioſt 
Chriſts being the meritorins Cauſe, us well agaioft our Faith beivg 
the formal Cauſe, and againſt its being the Condation of our Juſtifica- 
tion. What? Becauſe [ am net for making « double Juſtification, 
{ which areof two kind: ) one by the Law, another by the Goel, . 
do you think I may not therefore diſtioguiſh Juſtification into Att:ive 
and Poſfive, when we mean nothing elſe by ir, -bue that Juſtibcarion 
may. be Adtively and Poſpvely token F And as for the hy fhcal 
Point, you are concern'd alike with me,, It the Hi#of God by 
givitg us his Law of Grace, that when n« Man believes he fill by 
that Law be Made, Accounted and Uſed as a r4ghteous Perſon, wad 
"ſo he free from Puniſhmentand Saved, Of this Hill of God now 
or parte Apentss, we mult kaowithere is acthing- withour him can + 
be Cauſe or Condition; Godiis Aftws parus;... God ats only by bis- 
:Bffence, and his Efſeace is fromutablez yer does that Wall, which: is 
ene and the. ſame, cauſe ail D.v.cxlity, and hethat is immutable canſe-- 
AMvurotions, And as that A# of his Will, (or -Hif; which is all one) 
is texmiputed onthe Object; and reeipiter in-paſſo; it ceuſcth- its ef- 
ſes, and is extrinſecally denemitazed by them. In theſe Efletts - 
there. is an Osder, and one thing the cauſe of another, according to - 
- that of Aguines. Deus wult boopropter bees the” propter bee, he does 
not welle bee, Now, when in-our Juſtification, which is Gods Aﬀt;. 
the Will of God by his Law-of Grane, - does. make that Change of 
State ina Buhever, or of his Relation toward God, fo as to bave- 
thereby a Right conferred ro Pardon and Life, there. are Cauſes of 
that Change 20d Right; which being new in the GBbjett, Ex connc - 
tavione Objetts & Deer ona NT Fe i 
It « impoſſible (lay you) that Fark or anything ſhould be 1 
mal Cauſe of Gads AA, Very good / that were ay 


(28) a 
But what .is- Gods At here ? His Aft here is expreſt in the-word 
mp] and who thinks Faith the Form of that? Nothiog'in' us 
can be the ceuſe of Gods AQt's true, but ſomething in us'may be the 
Obje& upon which "Gods Aft is terminated; 8nd that here is our 
Fanh as he impures it for Righteouſneſs ;* and. this being the Eft 
of that-AQ in peſo, this Faith ſo imputed, is the formal Cauſe of 
our Juſtification ſo effeed, 

As for the- Queſtion, Whether Juſtification A#ive and Paſſve, 
Fuſtificare and Fuſtificeri,be one or two Juſtifications, it n anicer Mat- 
cer (1 thought) thanneed be anſwered, but ſeeing it falls in (and 
-muſt) I ſay. There is no diftinQion without a difference, and where 
things differ and are diverſe, their Form and Definition muſt be di- 
verſe. | Juſtification AFive and Paſſive therefore muſt have two 
Forms, but the Matter is the ſame, Faith in the Imputation of -it, 
and in its being iwpeted to us for Righteouſneſs, is the ſame; So 
(9 9m are two, materially, they are one and the fame 
Juſtibcation. | | 
_ Well, Juſtification (to ptoceed upon what hath been ſaid) tho? 
Gods AQ, yet paſſively taken, as other things, in the ſenſe ſhewn, 
muſt have its Cauſes, SanZification is an AR of Gods Grace as well- 
as Fuftification, and you will not deny our inherent Grace to 
the formal Cauſe of Seniification for all that, Bur how ? Not 
Attively but Peffively taken, As for the Cauſes then of Peſſiove Ju- 
ſification, Of the Efficient, the Final, the Meritorious, there is no 
diſpute, but of the Material and Formal there is; and it us fir to be 
conſidered, Mr. Baxter hath taught, that Chrifts Righteouſneſs is 
not only the Aeritorious but Materia! Cauſe of our Juſtification : 
And you have cited Mr. Anthony Burgeſſe, bolding Chrifts AQive 
Obedience as well as Paſſive,” to be the Matter, bur denying that 
we are formally juſtified by it: Wherc-he ſpeaks after Ameſins (I 
ſuppoſe) ſeeing it is upon the ſame Reaſon, that if it were ſo, we 
muſt be as r5phteous as Chriff, which I have mentioned before, as 
Bellarmine's Obj-Qtion againſt thar DoArine, and which by Ames 
his waving it, he acknowledges unanſwerable, when 'yet we know 
that Do&trine to have been- the Common Proteſtants formerly, as 
Davenant before tells us; and ſome more weighty Divines than Mr. 
Burgeſſe, tells us yer thus much further, Miruns bic wideri non debet 
Chrifti juſtitiam, mon - Meritorie ſolum, {ed & Materis'is, immo & 
formal cauſe rationem habere, cum id fiat diverſimode, nempe, qua, ' 
ill eft- propter quod, in quo, froe ex quez & per quod juſtificamur, So 
the Leiden Droims, For my own part, 1 have in my Book taken 


up 


fying, Pardoning, Saving, and continually Blefling us for the fake 
of Guriftor hiz Merit (tor 
can.move him) and this kind of ſpeaking is warranted by. the ex- 
trinfick denomination of Gods Lew, yea his Wl, by meer Conne- 
tation of the various and new Efef: it cauſes, it was I think-but an 
over deep curiolity in this excellent Man, which turn'd bim from the 
obvious and right Notion, as commonly. . received, - that ir is per 
wodury Can[a Efficiemis Protatarflice, when we ſay, Meritorie, and 
not per wodurm Materials, or Formals, that Chritts Rigltcouſneſs. 
does conduce to our Juſtification, | 

Ic is true,[ will ſay againgthat Ex parte Volentss, what Chriſt bimeſelf 
hath done for us, procures no new AF of Grace toward us, be- 
cauſe the fimplicicy of the Divine Nature .is not capable of any : 
but Ex perte rej volite, to ſay it procured . no new Ef of his 
Grace for us, bur oalydiſpoſes and qualifies us for the receiving thoſs 
Eff:ts, is a mater ſo nice, fo ſubtle, and out of the way, that- if it 
were true it could not be taught, and is moſt likely to be untruegboth - 
therefore, and hecauſe it ſeems derogatory to Chriſts _ 
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and Merits, to his Sufferings '6nd Obedience, which the Scriprire- 
ſpeaks of a3 x Price, as « Ranſom, « Purchife, not 10di/ſpoſe us for, 
but to ob14in for us, our Redemption, end'confequemty - othey 
Effefts of his Grace likewiſe, our Juſtification and Salvation, © 

I have now no more to anſwer, and it is time for me to-have dorie, 
Only I muſt furam up what I have here wrote as.to the macter' be- 
tween us; 'Youand 1 (my dear Brother) agree in the mgin DoQtrine 
of Juſtificatfon by Faith, but have been differing im ewo Points 
abour it, which you fay are but lirtle, but I ſay are very momenrow 
Matters, The two Points are theſe. One is, Juſtification, I ſay 
makes us jaſt,and does not only ſearenre'us fo : You ſay (or have ſaid) 
Juſtification is the accounting, bur not making uz juſt, The other 
Point is this, As Juſtification makes us righteous, I fay, there- is a 
_ within, Faith, or our Evangelicsl Righteoufnefs, which 
juſtifying us, muſt therefore be, and is the Forms or formal Cauſe of 
our Juſtification : And this you receive nor, or have very hardly 
received, I will fpeak it more ſhort, Juſtification, 1 ſay, wokes us 
righteous, andrhat righteouſneſs whereby we arg made righteous is, 
and muſt bethe forms) Canſ of it, Here are both Points wrapt to- 
gether, and you do, or have- queſtioned - both. I will offer you 
therefore ofie Argument ( and that is Ad bertinem ) for your con- 
viction, You maintain Juſtification by Faith as our Evangelical. 
Righteouſneſs as I do, Now if Juſtification do not wake us righ- 
teous, then muſt we be juſtified by that inherent Righteouſneſs, which 
ts the Righteouſneſs only of Regeneration, there being with you'no 
other, And then are you the ffrongeſt Papiſt as to me, as ever 
writ, for here is a moſt convincing Book of yours, which is all al- 
moſt Scripture, and yet maintains Juſtification by inherent Grace, 
and Faith, as the Papifts do, Here then you can” by no means ex- 
tricate. your ſelf from them, whtnlI thus ſay, we are wade righteous 


' by Yuſlifitation, and by that Righteouſneſs only juſtified, do 


as for the Conſequence now of -theſe two Points, I think fie 
before I come to it, that it be firſt conlidered how theſe confiſt, 
how neceflary they are to, and indeed ſuſtain and- infer one ano- 
ther, For if Juftification makes us juſt, then muſt there be « Righ- 
teoufnefs fo made, that is the Form of our Juſtification": and the 
Righteouſneſs whichis that Form; is the Righteouſneſs that conftitures 
--u5 juft, or jaſtifics us. This being afferted, there are theſe rwo chings 
then as the conſequence of "theſe two Points appears, and has been - 
ſhewn in this Letter, One is (for I muſt recal chem) that - whereas 
our. 
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fication, - /put XL . 
the Righteouſneſs of another our fond 
vincedly brought 'off, from their on ion, - 
are. ever fince at & gs and nquſt be, to 
ig. ey the formal C 
'or..{,..or you and I together )) he fa « happy - 
"qur. that Righteouſneſs ( even. ebe Righteouſneſs of 
which . is this formal Cauſe, for them ; Is this in c_—_ 
you. but. a lictle matter > What ! And + che clearing . the 
ference. of Pita and- my way -from the Papifs, which. was 
ar dif fhculty- lay © upon you. before, «Hel ar le? lo 
at your firſt writing to me,” and ir is: an” 
meat "I worthy our. mutual Letters, The other 
i", . That” when the Proteſtants (1 ſay, - and bave Borel ne 
Brethren... are among themſelves at difference, 
ay Great Article, - there /is'- es 
out . yet further, as may reconci 
(1 fay. in my. firſt Letter ) by a' Wok. 
a any , thing - in m ſhort Terms, -as 
"Ni enifigh arg to the Soanhp 
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_ Not ther 1 fo ſuch a Union (a Union in ane OS She $ 
be ſought in the preſent caſe of our Brethrens, many of whom . - - 


have ſcarce” thougbe of this. Term T formal Canſe 6 Ren: 
they been from the uſe of {t in this Point, - The Form 2x 
ilud per guod res eff id quod eff, and denominates hr 
know not the Form of Jufti tion, ve now ave hee ein 
is; and how then can.we tell - when | rr right about 


it? To EET bath a == map Sagar ans ing ® _ 
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Je__ the other is of 'the Forw'or the” formalis” Cobſe of "Its 

is Lecter Shall ſpeak 'of thoſe two Points, "thete' being litrle-or tio 
Diſagreement in regard to others, LET o 

L will begin with the laſt, gs having coſt more /pains in regatd.to 
the many Arguments and Anfwers +bandied and 'to{ſed 20'and fro, . 
concerning ir: The c&ſulc of alt which, isconrined, and will be" 
'found-in what follows. , $i hee ſn 

1, We are fully agreed, as to the Nature of Juſtification, .only 
differ about applying this Term [Formal Cauſe, :23 tothe Poing.s 
- - 2, You grantithat Faith or Goſpel-righteouſueſs 13 not 
by other Divines that are Proteſtants, 40-be the Form of formpl 
Cauſe hereof; fo that this is (1 have ſaid) a Vefrum, as fome Phyli- 
tians have their Nyfrum,and therefore requires ſo much more-caution, 

3. You apply i to Juſtification Paſſive, 8nd makeour Faith to be 
only the Form of Juſtification paſſrvely taken, and aſſign another 
Form or Formal 'Caule to A Avre ; 'o you fay,. [Gods 
making or conſtituting us juſt, by 4, iy; 2 ew Faith ts ws 
Righteonſnef,, is Juſtification Awe , ur being made juft or n_ 
tured righteous by that imputation, « Tut ficarion Paſroe:] Which 
you. further explain thus, Fufification may be taken cicber SubjeRtive, 
«4 in God; ſo it « bus gracious condeſcontion -t0 accept our Faieh" or 

' imperfe Obedience, unto Pardon and Life : Or Terminative, as im 
w ; and ſo 4t w nothing Clſe bar this Faith imputed for 
a ſo impur td, 'and tha 5 the Cala formalis of "our paſſive Faſtr- 


4, Againkt this I-argue thus. 
1, (s) 'Hereby you (make «wo -Juſtifications, or Juſtification A 
mtr en PI re mgs, - becauſe they haye _ 
two. Form: ; oor” rpurieg, Or- ith-for Ri Y * 
. ned or Righreo cſs OO which 


the other Faith imputed, or ſo accepted 
mere anon, # 
(4) It is trne, and if you hold there, and when you cite me, 9 
2s faying Saith is -the- formal Cauſe of our Juſtification , you 

ſapply v you find here, that I mean Fai = ob 
l | E 2 2. Ju- 
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| toanſqer 9 l ht felt, ; 0 a5 ng nd Pei e .in 
two - ard muſt have; © they" could not be difti {, and- it is 
your fundamental, if not only Miſtake, that you-have a belief ro the contrary. 

2, Juſtification is Gods AF, but notbing in "us cap be- the 'Couſe 
formal of Gods AQ, | To this you return ſeveral Anlwers, | 

I, San&ification is Gods AF as well 4s uſt ification : But 1 hype 
you doubr not 10 ſay our inherent Grace u the formal Cauſe of our 
Sand ification, But bow ? Not as aftively, but . paſſively taken. The 
ſame is tobe ſaid of the crher. . | 

Anſw, God is the Efficient ; Grace infuſed the Material; the AQ 
of infuſing or beſtawing the (6): Formal, 

(b) Right : And if the infuſion or beflowing of Grace or-Holi- 
Hotives ns Man, be the Leg 'Gods Sanfifjing A# , then muſt this 
Grace or Holineſs, infuſed -or beſtowed, be the Form of. his San#ified State. 
Vecabulum "we uſurpari (olet non modo.de formis ſubſtantialibus que aant efſe ſum- 
” pliciter, ſed de Accidentali>:1« que dant Efſe tale. , Hoc ſenſu dicimus DoFrinam eſſe 
illam formiam per quam hymn» Dofus, juſtitizm per quam Fuſtiss, efficitur. Tho 
Ju ces truſt Davenant,- thoughi. : me for this Informa'10n, Dav. De. Faſ. 
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_ 2, You anſwer further, thus, God & Aftus purus, and nothing us 
the Caufe or Condition of bis Will, Ex parte Agentis * but. && Gods 
Mis are denominated in regard of the effetts upon us, theſe 'Efſefts muſt 
have their formal Cauſe, or elſe be natbing. , | 
Avzſw, The formal Cavuſe is Gods (c) Imputation. 
(c) Right again : The Imputationof our Faith for Righteouſneſs is the Form 
of Gods 7uſtifiing AF, and Faith imputed for Righteouſneſs is therefore 


the Form of our juſtified State. It 15 ſtrange that the Intus exiftens ſhould 
keep out ſuch open Evidence. | 


3. Another Anſwer.you give is this ; It ws impoſſible (Gay you) that 
Farth or any thing .in ws. ſhould be ehe Canſe of Gods AB.. Very 
god; That were abſurd indeed | — Nothing in'ms can be the Canſe af 
Gods Af, True : but ſomething in us may be the Objets, about which 
Gods At us converſant, and that here. is Faith as be. imputes it. for 
Righteouſneſs, and this: being the effetþ.of that Att in pallo, this Faieh 
Fs 1 ſay, is the formal Cauſe "of . owr Tuſtification" ſo ef- 

efted. | 

Anſw. The Objet of Gods Att is Faith or the Believer : The 

. Efic& of ic in ws, Juſtification, Impuration is 
gn 20d already the formal Cauſe, as has been (4) already ſaid... 


> 5- The 


their diſperſion, 


- —- 


_ Argu, 3. All ew: Divines, both Proteflent and Papift, do agree 
up it that that Righteouſneſs whatever it ar works ©-4-9ived ry 
makes us righteous in Gods fight, u ant{ muſt br the Forms or formal 
Caafe of | Fuſtifiation. And cOrainly theſe Divines ft ood 
this Metepbyſical Term, better than you or I, And when wee uſe 
it in their Senſe, and m2 o: berwiſe, there can be na fear, But neither 
Regeneration, . nor Chrifts Righteouſneſs, nor Pardon «« that which juſbs- 

5s ws per modum cau'z formalisz and therefore . 
it muſt be. («) Faith. Nor Chrifts Righteouſneſs, (£) As i for 
for that is the meritorious Cauſe ; Not Regenera-: ene þ (hat is 
-<_ ther, Faith 
ting Grace, for that muſt precede Fuftificatim , 104 Gods imputa- 
wot Pardon, for that comes after it. And there- tion together ; not 
fore if Fuftification has any formal Canſe (which Faith of its ſelf. 
it. muſt have, . or it ts nothing, for forma datefle) - 
it muſt be one of theſe or ſomething elſe. What is that ? Why the 
Righteoufntſy ' of God, revealed in the Goſpel, as that Righte- 
ouſneſi alone which juſtifies the Believer, 

Anſw. \c is ſomething elſe, viz. Gods (f) Imputation. 
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(f) To this and the former Anſwer, I ſay thatis true, it is Impatatiin, 
as to Afive. Juſtification; or as to God juſtifying us; Therefore fomething 
-Smputed muſt” be the formal Cauſe of the Perſons being Zuilified:” And what 
& that ? Chriſts Righteouſneſs, | or the  Rightcouinels of Faith? 'We 
agree, asto the laft; ©: | 


Argu, 2; 4s Adammf be bad perfefily obey'd, bis Obedience had 
been his formal Righteruſneſs, in regard to the Law : ſo is this ours 
in regard tothe Goſpel....Right, of God, p. 20; So again, Works 
were the formal. Righteon'neſt - of Fuſtification by the Law : Therefwe 
Fajth is the formai Righteouſneſs of Fuſtification by the Goſpel, Right. 
of. Gad. p, 20. Again preſently afrer, Two things go 10 '1hix formal. 
Rig bteouſneſs, Faith and the Imputation of it, . 

. To theſe 1 anſwer in order,” {Sie as 

Anſw,- To the firſt and -ſecend, 1. 1's without  doubr- 
. that Adams Obedience was ( g}) formal. Righteouſneſs, (: and 
fo Faith is, now: but ſo jr might. be. and. yer not be the Form 
of his mam , as -I at firſt ſaid, - The formal Cauſe of 
Adaw's Juſtification was Gods owning, accquating, or judging 
; hin - righteous, . upon... the .account of. his..perfeRt — 
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Is the "Form of lfication js a 
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by. Divines.) Gods - 
faite Hee is og but what js prevented already. 


tion, Adam's 

2. I deny the Confſequence'in the firſt Aﬀertion,” That 'if Ailant's 
Law-obedicnce wat (his formal Righteenſnecfs, then our Goſpel-Obe- 
dience 1s our formal Righroorfark, becauſe thoygh Faith comes'in 
the room of Law«Works in 'fome -ref yet-not in-all-; for. 'it 
-doth not '(G) merithe reward,as Law:Works would bave done, 

(b,) Whether the reward be of . Grace pr Merit, . that | is, nothigg 

to. the , , fo long as Faith is the Condition of the Covenant-of 
Grace, as Obedience was of the Covenant of 'Works.. "The Perfor- 
mance.of the Evanggick Condition, isthe:formal Righteouſneſs of the one ; 
The Performance of the Legal was the+formal: Righteouſneſs of ithe other. 
The fgrmality lies in the'Condition performed, got in the Meritoriauſaeſs, or Nen- 
meritoriouſnefl of the Performance. 


Anfw. To the third, If Faith and Imputation (5) both.go to this 
formal RightequſneG, .chen Faith alone 1s not the Form of ir. 

i) By this you ce that we are agreed : 'I fay, and you , 
og. Path is the Matter (as will appear more hercafter) and Imputitionthat 
whichbrings the Faminto the Matter 3 ſo thatit 14.notiFaith alone, but'Faith 
as imputed for Righteouſneſs is the formal Cauſe of Juſtification. 


Argu, yg. If Juſification has a Form, and1that Form muft be ſome 
Rihrnp Ye formam juſticia -canſture cerrum reſt ] 
hat Righbteoujneſs 5s' that? It #s Gods counting or juaging us HY 
reom,. ſay you. 'But is this an Auſwer tothe Queſtion, What Ri 
teouſneſs is it whereby we =p" ro gh m_ [ ach, _ _ 
ouſneſs it uw whereby we are juſtified, or what Righteouſneſs that oc, 
—— s the Form of Juſtificationz 1 ah, What Righteouſneſs that 
is whereby, or wherewith, or by raaſon of which, no _ or 
jadpes us righteous? It is wat regenerating Grace infuſed, but regene- 
fy Grorrtapayl that w, Faith ineputed for Righteouſneſs, That 
which makes a Man righteous in Gods fight, - wo © the-G 
is —_— ifies 245, {o- as 40 be the Caula is of it <&r 
formglem Juſtificationis cauſew jufti conftirbimur]) : What then as that 
; fs which makes or conflitates...u6 juſt + b Ay 
: 4 1 
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be IS ayes. oe Or of me: Fa kGe comin 
k 2 _ } ng "a: ightoows, you 199, Your. [9] are- theſe, 
' Gods, judg "ws rigs: uppabclavmg,. is the, {hf Form. 


% ):The orm” of $4 does conſtitute and Re ny thing: 
po Audging, us Tightcous, or- impytiog. our Faith Righteouſneſs 
| ye make, . and Rodmicars* GA our 3 | then muſt 
eng 7: oye icons, ardour Faith inipated for couſnefs, make 
oof ly cegorinate us juſtified. There is the ſame Ef eerand's Material 
Cauſc inboth; but the Form double. _ © Tp. 
. 24; I anſwer direAly, The Righreouſheſs whereby we arc 
jufffled, 'as themericortous*Ciuſe of our Jaſlificationy is-the Riph- 
reouſheſs of Chriſt : Pte Righreonſnels of Faiththe morerial Cauſe ; 
Bur the formal is (7)* Gods judging us* righteoug as your agree; 

(1) Here you are plainly. gove. I ask.what Righteouſacſs that” 1s, and” 
you Anſwer. Gods judzing.: There is; ſome Righteouſtefs', av” all our 
Divines-agree,- that docy make andalonominate. us righteous, audthat which 
ſo makes and denominates us, according to the Goſpel, is-that which juſtifies 
us.., When, you don't tell.this, you are gone. I ſay, (as I have ſaid) It 15 tru* 
that Gods j } fas pating ſomething tous for for Ri nefs, is 'the Form 
of Gods j oying, 47 Put that fonetitiog that .is Judged and imputcd' torus 

for our A ohtes eſs, is the Form'of our juſtified Srare or Condition, 


- Argp. Ogre fix'it upon ſome Righteouſneſs, The 
Mighe waſneſ lerent Grace, ſay the Payiſis : The Righteouſneſs of 
Chrif, faith LR andyhe Proteſtants generally : Th, Righteeap- 
neſs.of / rr ſaith Mr, Worton, 

Anſw, I, [ do net pretend: to compare. wy {elf in thi. leaft'with 


my own Judgment rather Hon yore | Perhaps it _ be my (m): 
Ignorgnce-in ; the otion” of a formal Canſe; char hinders. 
rye began fo them And yet, | 
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'Gods Imputurion of Falth for 'Rightcooſneſs, 49the 'Foimal Cauſe 
(z) To be our formal 


'is the Form of -our Juſtifica A 2rd derſiced 


Gods imputing our Faith for Righteouſneſs, and our Faith. impated is 
likewiſe. Here js nothing but what is prevented already. 


2. [ deny the Conſequence in the firſt Aﬀertion, That if Aldem's 
Law-obedience was his formal Righteouſneſs, then our Goſpel-Obe- 
dience is our formal Righteouſneſs, becauſe though Faith comes in 
the room of Law-Works in ſome reſpeAts, yet not inall ; for it 
-doth not (b) merit the reward,as Law:Works would have done, 


(hb) Whether the reward be of Grace or Merit , that is nothing 
to the purpoſe, ſo long as Faith is the Condition of the Covenant of 
Grace, as e& Obedience was of the Covenant of Works. The Perfor- 
mance.of the EvangeJick Condition, is the-formal Righteouſneſs of the one ; 
The Performance of the Legal was the formal Righteouſneſs of the other. 
The formality lies in the Condition performed, not in the Meritorinuſaeſs, or Neon» 
meritoriouſnef8 of the Performance. 


Anſw. To the third, If Faith and Imputation (5) both go to this 
formal Righteauſneſs, then Faith alone is not the Form of ir. 

(i) By this you ſce that we are agreed : I ſay, and you , 
that Faith is the Hatter (as will appear more hereafter) and Imputitionthat 
whichbrings the Fa&mintothe Matier ; ſo thatit 13 not Faith alone, but Faith 
as imputed for Righteouſneſs is the formal Cauſe of Juſtification. 


Argu, 3. If Juſtification has a Form, and that Form muſt be ſome 
mph Juſtificatiovis formam juſticia canſtere cerrum veſt }] 
hat Righteoufneſs is that? It #s Gods counting or judging us Rig b- 
reoms, ſay you. But s this an Anſwer to the Queſtion, What Rinh. 
teouſneſs is ic whereby we are juſtihed ? When I ah, What Righte- 
ouſneſs it w whereby we are juſtified, or what Righteouſneſs that is, 
which # the Form of Juſtsficationy, I ach, What Righteouſneſs that 
is whereby, or wherewith, or by raaſon of which, God accounts or 
judges ws righteous ? It 14 wot regenerating Grace infuſed, but regene- 
rating Grace imputed, that w, Faith imepured for Righteouſneſs, That 
whit mokes a Man righteous in Gods figbe, we 10 the Goſpel, 
is that which juſtifies 1, {o as to be the Cauſa formalis of it | Per 
formalem ne $i j0nis caulem juſti conftirvimur]) : What then as that 
Rigbreonſneſs which makes or conflitxtes us juſt ? A -” 
$615 


hs 4 < -< _ . ” v_ 

 Anſw. 1; | Gy the Canſa formalis of Jilkfication God: coiinting 
Of} u3- righteous, ſo.fax you roo, Your. Words arerthele, 
Gods. judg mg, 5 righteous uprnbelieump, . is the (bk) Form. 

). The Form of a thipg does conſtitute and denomirate the thing 

6 judging. us righteous, or. impytiog, our Faith for Righteouſacts 
docs aftually make, and deromivate God cur 7afifer; then muſt 
our beiggfudecdriglteons, ard our Faith imputed for Righfeouſneſ:, make 
and paſſively Cemominate us jufti5ed. There 15 the ſame Efficient"and Material 
Cauſe in both; but the Form: double, 


Anſw. 2; 1 anſwer direAly, The Righteouſneſs whereby we are 
juftffied, as themericoricus'Cauſe of our Jaſtification, is the Riph- 
rzouſneſs of Chriſt : The Righreouſncls of Faithche morerial Cauſe ; 
Bur the formal is (1) Gods judgmg us righteoug, as you agree. 

(1!) Here you are plainly gone. I a:k.what Righteouſneſs that” 15, ard 
you Anſwer Gods julzing : There is ſome Righteouſnefs , as all our 
Divines agree, that does make anddenominate. us righteous, and that whctr 
ſo makes and denominates us, according to the Goſpel, is that which juſt :faes 
us. When you don't tell this, you. aregone. I ſay, (as I have ſaid) It 15 tru* 
that Gods judging, of 1nputing ſomething to us for Righteduſnefs, is the Form 
of Gods juſtitying, 47, but that ſomething that is judged and imputcd torus 
for our Righteouſneſs, is the Form'of our jultified Srate or Condition. ' 


Arg. 4 Divines. do gentrally fix it upon ſome Rigbteouſneſs, The 
Might onjnef; of Inherent Grace, ſay the Fay://s : The Righteouſneſs of 
Chrif, ſaith Davenant, andthe Proteſtants generally : The Righteouf- 
neſs, of Pardon, ſanrh Mr, Worton, 

Anſw, 1, 1 do not pretens to compare wy ſelf in the leaft with 
thoſe Learned Men,. who maintain any. of the former Particulars, 
to be the formal Cauſe of Juſlitcation ; bagel anr willing/to ſulpet 
my own Judgment. rather than theirs. Perhaps it may be my (-»); 
Ignorance.in the proper Notion of a formal Canſe; that hinders 
me from aſſeming to ih:m. And yet, 

(m) The Form ofa thing (you know)is that whereby the thing is that which 
it is ; that which differences the thing, defines, denominates it- A Defini- 
nition is made of a G*1ws (& Differentia, call'd by others the Form « (a Genus . 
and 2a Form) to wit, that which ſpecifies and differences the thing fromvothers, 
that which makes the En warms =Unumris indiviſuon in ſe; & diviſum ab 
«lis : The Form makes the thing diviſum ab omnibuyalits, and whatſoever-dife 
fers from another, muſt- have its Form (its Deffiaition) that makes it differ, - 
or elſe it is nothing, It is not for want of of. this, bat the want 
of Conſideration it, makes youchere diſagine with me, for ſolong avthere 


2+ Yous 


is n0 Diſtiution without a Difference, ard Juſtification is thus diſtinguiſhed * 
into 4dive ard Paſſie, they muſt have their different Forms, and if that 
be acknowledged, our Conteſt is at an end. 


2. You (») agree wirh me, that it is Gods Imputation or judging 
us Righteous : But yer that | may yield to you as far as Ican, 


I add, 

(1) How I agree with you it is manifeſt, as to juſtification A#ive, and 
that you may agree with me, as to Juſtification Paſſive, you ſay enough in that 
which follows. 


3. That upon the { 6) ſame ground that any of theſe may 
be ſaid to be the fermal Cauſe of Juit:ication, I ſee not but that the 
Righteouſneſs of Faith, or the Righteouſneſs of God by Faith, 
may be allowed to be th- formal Cauſe of it, If it be proper in 
any of the other Caſes or Inſtances, for ought that I know it is proper 
aiſo in this. IF it be proper to call Chriſts Righteouſneſs the formal 
Cauſe, or Pardon the tormal Cauſe of Juſtification, it is proper, 1 
think, to call Faich ſo roo, There is the ſame Reaſon fr one as 
for the other in my apprehenſion. h 


_(9)As for what you yield here to me, it is but honeſt, and tho' condeſcend- 
ing, no more has what cann't be denyed. If we uſe the Terms of. other 
Divines, we muſt uſe them in their ſenſe, or we cannot elſe be in the right. 


I thank you for your ſincerity in this. 


Argu. 5, But the moft plauſible Argument 'of all (becauſe ir is 
Scriptural) you have omitted, which 1s, Thar the Scripture faith 
exprelly, (p) We are are juſti-fied by Faith. 

(p) This is what is to be underſtood iz my Book a!l over, when I ſay, that 
tho' the Id propter quod, be Chriſts Righteouſneſs, the Id per quod, we are 
juſtified, is Faith, and Faith therefore, as imputed for Rightcouſaeſs, is the 
formal Cauſe of our Juſtification. 


Here then we muſt cor.fider, What inter: ſt Faith has in our Juſti- 
fication, This I have faid in my Book 1: as the (q) Condition, 
Way or Mans, whereby-we come to have an intereſt in this Priy!. 


ledge. 
5 That Faith, Repentance and New Obedience are the Condition and 


wo of Life, as to the Exerciſe and Praftice of them, does not hinder ut 
that performed and imputed by God for Righteouſneſs, they become the Form 
its ſelf of our Juſtification. 


You ſay, As the formel Cauſe, but at laſt upon mature delibe- 


ration, you make'it to be the materia! Cauſe, and Imputetion the 
: formal 


our 


1.44 


(ſ) This is net well obſerved, that when I ſet my Cauſe ia its 
true Light , and evince the truth of it ſo, to your ſeif, - that 'you can- 
not but aſſent to it, you ſhould count , that | give you my Cavſe, when I 
give you my Lizbt, and when the Caife which and vou intend and de- 
fend is the ſame in this particular altogether. ' And why do you contend ? Do 
not you know that in ſuch Colhftops that are oaly for Light, whenever there 
is ſtruck one Spark that does take, the work is done ? for: what is but right'y 
ſaid in one place, is to regulate all that is ſaid beſides atkerwhere, whea the 
Reader deals inagenuouſly with him he Reads. 


Burt then to (ſ) bring your ſelf off, you make ir to be the for- 
mal Canſe only. of Juſtiication A#jve, and Faith to be the 
formal Cauſe of Juſtification Paſſive ; and ſo you make two Fufti- 
ficarions diſtin from each other, becauſe they have different 
Ferms, So that all the Controverlie between us now, is redu- 
ced tro this one fing/e Point, whether there be two Juſtihcations 
diſtin trom cach other: For if Faich be the formal Cauſe only 
of Juſtification Paſſive, and there be no ſuch thing as Juſtifi- 
cation Paſſive diftiat from Juſtification Ative , then Faith is 
caſhier'd and put out of its Office of bring Cau/s fermalis of 
Juſtihcation, 

(ſ) It is not tohring my ſelf off, but to keep the truth on foot, that 
| diſtinguiſh, as other Divines do. Who knows not that Fuſtificare &f Fultifi- 
cari are diſtinguiſhed, or that Juſtification is atively and paſſively taken ? Alas ! 
that you ſhould not conkder, that all the Diſputes of our Divines, Whether ve 
be juflified by Faith or Wirks, age and can be about Juſtification, no other- 
wiſe hut as paſſucly taken. 'As for the Queſtion, "Whether Juſtification Aﬀive 
and Paſfive be one or two; 1 havegivep a brief determination in this ſeco:d 
Letter as now printed (p. 28+) and did not do fo in my Curſory Letter, 
becauſe 1 was jadeed puzzled with it at firſt ſtarting, and could not at preſent 
tell «hat well to ſay to it. It is very true and judiciouſly declared here by 
you, thatupon this (one would have thought) but nice thing, docs depend 
2! cir difference ;, fo that if Juſtificatioa Paſſive havea ditiat Form from 
Juſtification Aive, thea may all you lay be true (as it is) of the One,and 
what | ſay to be true tooof the Other, Now whether they have two Forms or 
nv, ſecing you a1d | were at preſent in doubt, and came very ſtrangely to he 

F "hen 


- 4v \ 
ved'on a ud | let vsa 0 us. . 
Near (apr te Fr nay, 2 Ach of 1) Fer, $8 oe 
Form + ati paſſively taken, for the State'sf the Fuſtipetl, bath another. 
Form ; And ecachof theſe are- ſabdivided- into many Acts. and many Effects, 
which have each their Form, End-of. Gontro.. p. 26g, This was the 

the variation in what I writ. 

When Þ firſt propounded this ObjeQtion, and thereby diſcovered. 
this Conſequence, you' wrote to me thus z '7his diflinfFion is @ di- 
ftribution of a Subjef into it: Adjuncts, where the Form I apprehend. 
zo be the ſame, only applyed diverſly, as. the Subje# w attively or 

ly taken, But in your very next Letter, you revoke this, 
and lay Ther pow further confiler ation, Juſt ifiation Ative and Paſo 
are 1wo Things in earnefl, and bave two Forms. Secing theretore 
this is that you ſtick to, I will try my kill to drive you: ouc of 
this hold, 

1, How (t)) can Faith be the material Cauſe of one, and the for- 
wal of. the other ? Ee - 85 Es 


(t) Very well: Faith as infuſed and a part of our Regeneration is the 
Matter (you agree to this.) Faith ioputed.for Righteouſneſs is the 'Form (I: 


ſay) of our Paſſive Juſtification. 


z, What ( «:) is the Efficient and Material Cauſe of Juſtifica- 
tion Paſtve ?* 
(«) The Effctent and Material Cauſe is the ſame in Juſtification AFive and 


Paive (1 ſay) bath, but the Formis diverſe, and maſt be ſo long as they. 
differ from one another. 


2 You (x) are certainly-in the right when you make Juſtifi- 
cation Attive and Paſſive to be but a diſtribution of a Subj-&,into irs. 
Adjun&s, and that they have the ſame Form ; Therefore the Subje&t 
3s the ſame, only diverſified by. its different reſpe&s to its Agent 
and Object. 


(z.) You are certainly in the wrong, in your- underſtinding this - 
thus. "In a diſtributian of .a 'Subje&- into its Adjuntts, the Subje- 
is-one, and hath one Form, Unius.rei unica forma, and the Adjunfs partake 
of that Form, but their own Forms are diverſe, and-muſt - be as that by 
which they differ from one another. T am ſorry here 1 gave you occaſion to 
be confirm in your - miſtake. But this goad ſhall come of it, IT will ſhery 
my Reaſon why I admit of -two Jaſtifications, AZive and” Paſſive, and not 
two by the Law and by the Goſpel. . Juſlification by the Law and by the Goſ- 
pel, is a dif:ribution of a Genus into its Species : 410 Agua mag = Adlive and 
P.ſſive , is a diſtribution of a $ubje# into its Adjun#s only, When I can 
admit but of one kind of oat fication only that is by. the Goſpel, I may ailow 
that to haye diverſe Configerations... 

4, When: 


4&r ; 
When (9) 1 oy pry and Paul Þs.j 
{ 0.enp one- be, ſo void e as to ſay, | the 

prhingef ft not, the the. ſame, tho? the and Obje& 
be ? When 1 ſay the Sun enlightens the Air, and the 
Air is enlightned by the Sun, is not, che. enlightning the fame, in 
both ? The Propoficions indeed are diſtin, in, a Grampratical Con- 
ſtrufion, but they are the ſame in a Phyſics! Senſe. ''For, 

6) When you ſay God Jiſtifies Pok?; and Paul is Jultificd'sf Ghd, hete 7 
ee es rd tt onoatic Go th 
they muſt have two Forms ; But ſceing the Matter is the fume (wherein 
To akef. ater) they are formally twe, but materially. one and the fame 


5. Juſtification (x) is only of a Perfon : The Perfoli to 
this A& of God is applyed is the Subje@t or Objeft Bf Gat ; 
about whom ir is converſant, Juſtification catinor petfGly be G 
dered, but as referring to ſome Perſon ; and rheittort Vhere 
be two Juſtificarions, 


( x). The Subje&t,, the Efficient , the Material Cauſe; are the famic /; 
but the Form different in Ative. and Paſſive ification. 1 
tary to 77 Determination, at firſt 1 had not, then thought enough, und 
I did not think it ſo neceſſary, as now you make it, todetermine thi in my 
Curſory Letters, which you maſt forgive. You ſee then Brother, where the 
deficiency of Senſe does lye, which, ſeeing you have been able to ſay ſo much 
for, and have ſo muchprefumption for, may be excuſed nated bode ap- 
plauſe, though you haye been miſtaken ia it. 


wh 
ft 
are to 


r. 


14.< <Q 


There is. one thing in the forgoi Diſcourſe, that perhaps will 
need. a . little hoe Poenin: -agd that is, my P 
where Faith is ſaid to be. the (+) material Cauſe (F), 1tis worth our 
of qur Juſtification, _ Thoſe Terms in Matters | eration that. 
of Morality, ate ſubjet ro much ancertair.ty (a4 our Faith or incho- 
apparns by, the Learned in aſligning the Afaterial ate Grace is the 
and formal! Cauſes of Juſtification, I apprehend Afaters/, and In- 
it thus, When Faith is ſaid to be imputed for rc gr Me end 
Righteouſneſs, here Imputing is the Act; and Faith Reation, yt Ju 7 
the Objet. Now we'agree that thy AR of ſhould bath/in our 
Imputing is the Form, and this AR falling upon Letters calncidere, 
this Qbjet'is the Form falling on the lng, TOE oy Item 
( is you "expreſs; it very well ) or introduced ©** another, 


irito ir, 'The A applyed to = Objxet, i the Farm introduced 
2 mo 


(42 ) 

into the Matter. For why may.not the A and Obje&t in More- 
bty correſpond, or be the ſame with the” Form and” Matter in 
Narurality' 7 ' | know ſome "make the Righreouſneſs of ' Chriſt to 
be the Aﬀfaterial. Caiſe of Juſtifleation, but againſt that Aſertion 
L have this Argument, The Meritorious cannot be the Material : 
Bur Chriſts Righteouſneſs is the' Meyitorions Cauſe (none can deny 
that : Therefore it cannot be the Material, "The Major I prove 
thus z' The ſame- thing - cannot be both an "External and. Internal 
Cauſe, But the Meritorious ;is an External Cauſe '{ for it belongs 
to the Efficient, as you have alſo obſerved); the Aſaterial is an 
Internal Cauſe, Therefore the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt (which is 
certainly the Ateritorious) cannot alfo be the Material, And this 
Argument will alſo hold againſt its being the Formsl Cauſe ; Mr. 
Baxter (cems to make Faith to be the Materia! Cauſe, End of 
Cont, .p.-2F0.. \ 

-This [ have long inclined unto, which may be illuftrated thuy:When 
a MalefaQtor is Arraigned and Tryed, the Law is the Efficient Cauſe 
of his Acquittal, or Condemnation ; the Sentence pronounced by 
the Judge 1s the Formal; Matter of Fat: or what hath appeared 
upan Txyal, is the "Afaterial;: So here, Gods judging us righteous 
according" tothe -Law' of the: Goſpel is the formal Cauſe of our 
Jaſtification ;- and*our Gbſpel-rigtitcoaſneſs or Faith (which is v8 it 
were Matter of Fact) ſeems to be.the Aſfaterial, But, as I faid, 
there, is no_cercainty, an «fixing. or appropriating theſe Logige/ 
Tami: Morality, - av leaft in all Caſes, and therefore for my part 
I will contend with no Body about rhem. 

[ will add but one word more about this point, FJuſtification is 
Gs judging ' us righteous, ( there's the Form) upon believing 
(there's the , Matter or Condrtion) : * Or judging us to have per: 
formed the Condition- of the Covenant of Grace or Goſpel-Law, 
ſo that we are, thereby Refi m curia, innocent or guiltleſs in the 
zye of the. Law (which is making us righteous judicially) /add 
then dealing with -Us as ſuch, by acquitting us from legal'Guile 
(as Mr, Gulbert expreſſes it) or the Curſe of -the Law, and giving 
us right to Life. 

This hath been a tedious Point, the other, of Juſtification Con- 
fliturive;, will be of quicker diſpatch z yer fidice this-Paint' alfo 
hath been much argued pro and con by us, whereby I have gained 
clearer Appreheaſions of ' ſome things about it, than I had before , 
{1 will £r{t gather up your Senſe which you have exprefled [mwmwuyps;] 
in 


in ſundry parcells, and thert give you my Thoughts, which have” 

been” the refult of the Debate between us, OG 

” For the ſenſe of rhis Conflitative Joftification, which youhve 
in ſeveral Letters, upon the beſt conſideration 1 coul@take, 

1 havereduced the Matter to theſe Particulars following. 

1;--You diſtinguiſh berween making juſt by SanAitcation and” by 
Juſtification, There is a making vs juſt (you ſay) which & San#i 
-n ; and that being imperfetf and inſoſſcien ro onthe un « 
the making ws juſt alſo byFuſtification, which 15,the accipting that imper- 
fee Rigbreonſos, of ours, oy Chrift for Righteowſmeſ?, to fon oe 
Right to Impunity and Glory, This doth fully and clearly diſtinguiſh 
your Opinion trom the Papiſts, who make Juſtification ro be no- 
thing but giving us inherent Righteouſueſs, and rhat is meerly by 
Infufion, whereas this is by Immpatation, as you' obſerve'well, 'For 
theſe Words do contain the cleareſt Account'or Deſcription of "Ju- 
ſtification Conffitative, that I have ever yet met with, | 

2. The Conflituting w juſt does in order of Nature g0 before Ac- 
counting or Uſing us as juſt. 

3. Conflitutive Fuſftification confifty im three Things, Making us 
juſt, Accounting n! juſt, and Uſing us as juſt. Theſe are the three parts 
of Conftitntive Juſtification,” * which though ove preceds the other in 
order of Nature, as Parts, yet as they all three make one whole, they 
wuſt in order of Time conſift togetber,, And therefore mbrefully thus, 
Fuſtification -is @ judicial Af, and that by the Law" of Grace. 
God by that Law, ind the A of that ' Law, Makes, Pronounces, 
and by pron»ncing makes the Believer a righteows Perſon, 'and bein; 
ſo made, accounts him 0, he 

4; Our Righteouſneſs wrought in us by Vocation, Regeneration or 
Sant ification, is the ſame Rigbteouſneſs materially, but not formally 
with 1bis Righteouſneſs of Tuftification ;, for if 's.' Man were the moſ? 
rigbteour Perſon upon Earth, there Wasno rewurd tie tv-it;, and it were 
wort Righteouſneſs in Gods - fight without the Law of Grace, and 
TFuft:ficatien by it, But when by that Law God imputts it; declares, 
pronewnces it to be ſuch, or the Man who has it to be righteous,” then 
does that Righteouſneſs by wertue of ' that Law; Declaration, Sem- + 
tence, give him @ Right to Impunity and Salvation, = 

5. The beftowing Faith upon us, which is "our Goſpel-righteonſnefs, 
15-0ne thing, and the accounting us juſt upon bdievmy 1s wnother, . 

This is your Seoſe, - and I ſhall now give you niy Thoughts, which + 
have been the reſult of this Debate between ws, _ 1 grant, 


1: Thatz 


$1 4; i 


44 
2, That we mit be made. Fell c 
= inlordos X Goat his nes «þ 

ous ing to WW, 

that is, making guiltle@ or innocent in the he of f Joie 
and you expreſs your ſelf to the ſame purpoſe alſo, God projeunces, 
end by pronouncing makes the Believer righteous. 

| 2, The Righteouſneſs of Juſifigarion. is one thing, 4nd and the Righ- 
teouſneſs of Sanfification another; . For one is Grace Real, and 

the other but Relative. in reference to the Law of the Goſpel; = 
we are conformable ro it ; One of the Perſon, the other of the 
State ; One Phyſical by Infuſion, or beſtowing a Principle 0 Grace 
-or b condi of AF nr ag (roo: by . Sentence, wt of the 
Law, y of t ge applying che Law| ton Las Per- 
fan. , 'For i in Juſtibcation God may be I. a Law- 
grver, and ſo he EnaQts that >= that Faith . ol accom for 
Goſpel-Righteouſneſs : 2, As a Fudge, hat Law to a 
Believer, and ſo he judges him to y IN Righteous 
(nh. is making him ſo Fulicialy) or imputin aith for ha 
reouſn 

3. This makes the difference between. the P iſh Dodrine 
Ju ification and ours to be very plain. They Popih Delirig it to _conklaſt 
in the /ufa/ion of Real inberent. Grace z We make it ro. conliſt 
in the Imp ation of Faith, of that Conn infuſed, for Ri teoal- 
neſs, or s Conformity to the, Golpel-Law, which is but ive 
Grace, 8nd ſo das confilt in. ſomething wihout as ; whereas theirs 
doth conſiſt in ſomething wicbzy. 

So that, upon the matter you and I are agreed in this Particular, 
as to the Thing, ooly I confefs,. I cannot approve of the Term 
(Cuſtaiee Juſtification) 2s. oppoſed to, and diſtint from Senten- 

and. Executive. True the Words of the Text, - Rom, 5.19. 
Co ud]acabivel]e; ſhall_.he conftituted righreows, ſound that way - 
Bur cerrainly.che Righteouſneſs there ſpoken of, or that [being made 
righteous ] there muſt be underſtood in the full Latitude, 0.45 to 
include the whole of Chriſts Performance, io . order to our Jul 
fication, viz. 1, That by the Obedience and Merit of his Su 
dels be Th ol the Ele Qid be jodgedÞ i 

2 8 uld be zu y 

to be righteous in a Goſpel Senſe, And lo, By « juiged by of one 
many are Wade righteow, So that this Righteouſneſs does include 
both Conſtitutive and Sentential Juſtification, and therefore nor 

. to 


To Mr. Clak.. 


Worthy and Dear Sir, 
T being time 'to give yrs father. to- 
T The Notes Dn what "1 er in, than''ro- 
them, to make you. more CEE 


Our Velitations have been on = J__ "is Joſti- 
fication does conſriture us - well as' Adcomn us ſo # The 
abour the” wh $4 it.” or the” former, | 
laſt treated, you was at | beſt make 
in your Letters ti "ate | 
re, a Cob 


he is ſo Accoknted b=) Po 
ſiitative Juſtification,” he 
us Righteout, you forgot oe 
As congonng © the r egos ts: 
0 juſrify Ao | 
bim, kh kB. ra; $i nſe, but 
all be Beokole, 7 the Eye of the Law. ), 
ighteous, and not « Guilty, Lg a do he 


, por © 2h Wot == 
to make Chrifts Righteou * 2 fneſs 
to the Law of xray "to be thac'by CRE "we IT: 
] do not know his Book, whether it be 65 Gur * thefe Is 7 
Legal Juſtification, and Juſtification by the Goſpel is che Juſtification 
of a Sinner, one Usgodly ftifl in the Eye of the Law, and Righ-- 
reous, or Not guilty, only. Quoad hoe, in reſpeft- to ms Lact of 1 the 
Goſpel, and that nor but be hath linned againſt the Low, and r= 


the Goſ i pores TAE . ht to PIO TE: of 
ſs, ke 


rok wich Chriſt le'# 'on* nr 
that never ſinfied, whenhe ſtall \be look'd on as WIN innocenr, but 
pardoned (as [ have bad it) even in Heaven, For the other Poinr, 
wherein you were at firſt more near and grew farther off in your 
latter Letters, our D ference appears by your Words and my Notes, 
to depend at laſt altogether this nice Matter, Whether Juſti- 
fication Aive and Poſſive, be one or 1wo Juſtifications. And by 
my Notes and your Words or Grant too, it appe@rs; ' they may be 
both, {+ They, ace hows High they-are ewo o.pleaſe me, For 


ter- is t "4 h, but being diltinguiſhed and 66 
I: raw their | of, mull | betwo. They are Materally one three- 


fore; bur Formally-two : they arc Formally two, but Materially one 
and the ame Juſtification, 

/1; will, end now after all with the Canfeſfion; That what 1 _ 
in theſe two Letters, and | 1 late three ge on" this Subj 
but. Digging, 1Ir-1s_ but the Ore, 1 fay, there [ trn up, ich 
muſt be x ned an oe grd Gel, Nj on, by betrer Work. 
ney ines pus cheer » Fro n your Endea- 
vour, For my, own part why Peace, and no lntereſt 

Sher 


the, yy Jwill g99 bY Jo that Paſſage "of 


| ered in the Way and 
Mike Tori ag in the they erally agreed horie is 


be er of Cf $4 dag our os Merits, - 0» Account 
fin, acceptance with Gel, are declared 


r 
whereof we receioe 
Le by the.Goſpe Land Viet 9 pin the beavenly Inberitaxce. 


There is bur this,« ag ] 1 put in, and | "allo Can ac> 
card with them, The the whole merit of our Salvation, 
from- firſt co loft is - 88 well as by him, and our other 


Brethren, artribures a _ our own Works, . but wholly ro the Obe- 
dience Ative and Poſtve (as they go both i into his Satwfaiom)” 
of ogr Saviour Jeſin C haſt. . The Dr, goes an, Herein, / ſay, they 
a great 4570 wg againſt the Papiſt, and afierward: ag ainft 
the Sociman : thu granted, I will not contend with any 
Man «bout > way of weeliring the Do&rine of it. Fur this benevo- 
lerce of the DoCtor, Ichank him, - "The Digger mult needs pur off 
his Cap, and ſhall therefore for the. preſent Ly down his Mattock, 
and leave Work, 
Deo Haile; Mibi condonatia, 


Fo John Humfrey. 


Sir Charles Wolſeley 


Mr. Humirey, 


UPON 
His fight of the foregoing 


LETTERS. 


My very worthy Friend, 


HE Sheets you were pleaſed to ſend me, containing yoor 
Letters and Mr. Clark's, pleaſe me very well, and you 


bave obliged me by them, I know no Man has travelled 
into the Controverhe of Juſtification wich better ſucceſs than your 
ſelf: You have I think with great Accuracy and Judgment ſearched 
into, and found out the genuine Meaning of St. Paul's Expref- 
fons, touching that important Point ; And particularly in your 
clearing to us, what is meant by the Rjgbreouſneſs of God, fo often 
mentioned by Sr. Pau. ' It has generally been taken for the Righ- 
treouſneſs of Chriſt, you have made it very evident to me to be 
meavt of the Righteouſneſs of Faith, and that is a Rey of fingular 
uſe to unlock us into the true Notion of Goſpel- Juſtification, 
[ like what you have writren ſo very well,that what | have to ſay to 
it will be contained in theſe two words, Probaturs eff. I am nota little (a- 


tished 


t19) 


tufied to find that what 1 have formerly written on that ſubjeQ,does fo 


perſetly Coaleſee with pronto mandy ape ry ln one 
thing wherein you. end I ſcem any thing todi i ey ind a $a 


prefſion, and that is touching Pardon of Sin,to which you may poſbbly 
think I do allow a greater ſhace in Juſtincation-then, I ought 4 but | 
thipk you will fad that you and 1 are apen very good Terms of 
concord therein. Faith and Goſpel obedience F acknowledge da 
conſtitute us Evangelicully Righteous, but are not ſuch a Righte- 
ouſneſs as to make God reckon us for innocent Perſons, for ſo we 
are not, { for every Man that is in Heaven is there as a pardoned 
Sinner) as well as a rigbteous Perſon in Goſpel Senſe. faf* that is 
a Rightcouſheſs cohf#i by Fob 6 valific an Olfaqyr me. 
and ſtands in- dire , t Kighreo / orks 
Sr. Paul! inveighs ſo much againſt z but it ſerves us in as much 
" Nead as if we were ſo, for it entitles us to all the Benefits of Chriſts 
Satisfation, qualifies us for, helps' us to Pardon of Sin, and Accep- 
tance with God, and ſo our Goſpel.righteouſneſs in effe&t is bur 
to procure Pardon, and herefore it is that the Scriptures that 
were not writ With! any Relation to. thoſe nice and ſubtle 
diſtintions, which Men have fince uſed io interpreting of them, 
do chiefly ingend” ro e&pr&$ thelr* plain and genuine Meaning of 
Things, and in an eſpegtal manger by various Exprefſions of the 
{ie thing do fer forth the amplitude of Goſpel-ſalvation. *Tis 
evident frem the 4th of the Romans and the 7th, that impuring 
Righteouſneſs, and Forgiveneſs of Sin are, inſeparable, and therefore 
ſometimes Juſtification 18 ſpoken of in Scripture in its Cauſe, which 
is imputing Righteouſneſs by Faith, and ſometimes in its" Efe&, 
which is Pardon; Therefore I am well pleaſed ro fay with yuy, to 
adjaſt anJ comprehend that matter night, that the formal ratiy of 
Juſtification is Gofpel-fairh and Obedience, und Pardon of fin the 
neceffary Confequent, Concomitant and Effet of it, and he that will 

ive- any other account of ir, muſt (1 believe) make uſe of ſome 
other Doctor than St, Paul, To think of obtaining Pardon 'any 
other way than by performing the Goſpel-conditions of Faich and 
Obedience, is'a great 'Antinomian folly, and a dangerous Error, [ 
am very ſenſible that -'thoſe that pretend above orhers to exalr free 
Grace, and take no notice of the Goſpel Conditions vpon the Pers 
formance of which it is only diſpenſed, do it ſeemingly,but not in truth 
and reality, end as it ſhould bedone, and are dangerous Miſcleaders : 
Such Notions do generally gratifie all falſe Profeflors, and often 


infnare 
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ioſnare Ind miſgaideche woeſt, Chrifte part ® certainly per | 
the great buſineſs ia to ftiy- Men vpro perform their's ; for whety CG 
had perfeed the Salvation of the World, what then? Was therea 
a Proclamatiod publiſhed from Heaven, That all Men were there. 
upon aQually faved ? No, 'twas far otherwiſe ; but God therenpont 
enters into a new Covenant with the World, and proclaims & Law 
of Grace with this Conditiow annexed,” He rbat belitves fall be 
ſaved, and he that bilizoes mt ſhalt be condemned. He becomes 6 
Author of Eternal Salvatiot only to thoſe that obey kite : Tis in 
other words to ſay, He thay believer the Goſpel and bcoomes obedis 
ent to it ſhalt have the benefie of Chrifts porchaſs, 1} look upon it 
as « moi. prophiine Error to ſap, rhar God eyer inrende@$ ro carr 
any Min to. Heaven without n perfonal Righteonfnef,. fuck an 
nion Rtands in dire oppoſmion to che porapof his' Arttibates, #ad the 
Qeconowy of his Government. What both you an 1 have writ- 
ten, does truly and according ro Gods way of diſperſing it, exale 
Grace as much az it can be, for wo aſcribe alt that we b#v&under the 
Goſpel intirely ro Grace : When we ſpeak of Faith and Go 
eace, we only ſpeak of the method iwwhich rhe Grace of God and 
the Merits of Chrift are dif » for we acknowledge that our 
Faith and Obedience in themſelves are very impotent and defeQive, 
and of no value, as tothe Point of Juffification, farther than God[is 
pleaſed to impure and reckon them"our of Grace and Favour to our 
advantage, as Methods by him appointe&to bring vs into alt the 
blefſed effets of Chrifts purchaſe, 

Sir, I am alf6'to thank you for that you have in your late Wri- 
tings, Colleted, Adjuſted and Interpreted the diſperſed Notions upon 
this Subject, in the Works of that moſt Excellent Perſon, your 
particular Friend and mine, Mr. Baxter, who was the carly Pro- 
mulger and conſtant nder of the Right Scripture DoQrine. of 
Faitification, Tha' no Man paysa greater deference tan | do to his 
Memory, yet this I muſt fay to you, touching what he has 
writ about this Point and many others,his Writings are haunted with 
a crowd of Logical Diſtiactioos, which do much obſcure, I bad 
almoſt ſaid deface his clear and excellent Senſe; he needed not have 
choſen that method of exprefling himſelf, for tho? he never wore 
the Gowns of either Univerfity upon bis back, yet he had the Lezr- 
ning of them both in his Head,and that was very perſpicuous in all his 
Wriings. I amalfo to thank you for reCtifying the Notions of that 
exceeding pious and learned Perſon DoQtor Owen touching this Mar- 
ter, wherein I think you have _ very ſucceſiful, I ſuppoſe you 

2 know 
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know his Book of Juſtification was particularly wricten againſt mine. 
Very many have prefied me to anſwer ir, which | to you 
I did not look: upon as duram provieciem, The great Friendſhip. 
that was between him and me, might well ſcem ſufficient to have 
byaſſed me not toreply z; but the true reaſon was, | thought that lirtle- 
Cottage | had ereGtcd was in no great danger of being ſhocked or 
demoliſhed by any thing in that Buok. The DoQtrine of perſona! 
Imputation of Chriſts Righteouſneſs to-every Believer, which that 
moſt Learned Perſon afferts and defends is fo Unſcriptural, having: 
not one Text to defend it, has fo many Unjuſtifiable and contradictory 
Conſequences attending it; and indeed there are ſo many Triumphs. 
over it by thoſe that have written againſt it in the Bookſellers 

that it is ſearce worth any Mans while to harneſs bimſelf for the de- 
fence of that Poiot, If when Men ſpeak of imputing Chriſts Righ- 
teouſneſs to every Believer, they mean the imputing of it only in- 
the. Eflets and Advantages of it, they fay what you and [| ſay. 

Sir, | am very well fatizfied you. bave done this Age very good: 
Service, to convince Men of the peceſkty of performing the Goſpel- 
Conditions, if ever they will reap the benefit of what Chriſt hath- 
done for us. Faith and fincere Obedience is the way by which God 
juſtified and ſaved Abrabem, the Father of rhe Faithful, and in hia+ 
gave an inſtance how all Men, to the Worlds end, * are to obtain: 
Heaven and Salvation, even by treading in the ſteps of -their Father 
Abrahaw. T'wo ways we-ſee Men generally miſcarry, either by a 
prophaze Negle& of the Goſpel, or an hypocritical Profeflion of it. 
Happy would the World be, if delivered from Prophaneneſs on the 
ane hand, and falſe Godlinefs on the other. I have nothing & add 
but that I am 


Tour very affef4ionate 
and obliged Friend and Servant, 


Charles Wolfeley. 
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The Animadverfions. 


or five called A Rebuke of that Report, which I read like- 

wiſe, I ſuppoſe the Author of the frf | t it neceſſary 

to inform the Country of the true Srate of the Difference 

about DoArinals there was in the City, and made that Repore accor- 
ding to his Conſcience : I ſuppoſe alſo that the Author of the. ſecond 
thought it fit in conſcience to rebuke that Report, as giving wrong 
Information: And if any bave been offended at either, it is that 
ſuppoſed neceſſity muſt excuſe both, There were four Sheers I wrote 
as a Friendly Interpoſer between them, and theſe I write now, I 
intended as a Second Port, in regard to that Title, Since theſe, there 
came out a Defence of the Report, and more lately a Vindication of 
the Rebuke, which Books having not the excuſe of fuch neceſſity 
are faulty, and their fault bemg openly committed, is openly to be 
reproved, and that 1s, that they knowingly (ſometimes) abuſe one 
another. Mr. Rebuke upon an Objefers ſaying, In our place and 
ftead, with ſome does fignifie no more than for our good, anſwers, It 
& impoſſible they ſhould. Mr. Report takes up this paſſage and exagi- 
rates it as a piece of Socinianiſm, when it is manifeſt that Mr, Rebuke 
ſpeaks it as a piece of Wir, not meaning that Chriſt dyed only for 
owr good, but becauſe what he did and ſuffered in owr place and ftead 
was for our good, On the other hand Mr, Report, ſpeaking of the 
particular matter he was concern'd about, ſays, Thu & the ſubſtence 
of the Goſpel : Mr. Rebuke hereupon tells' him-of Regeneration, Re- 
pentance, Faith, Good Works, that are parts of the Goſpel, and 
thereby endeavours to expoſe him for Antinemianiſm, - as one that 
excludes theſe things our of the Goſpel ; and in the end of his Vir 
dication he ex:es ſome words out of Mr, Report's Appeal, and con- 
rulates his return to himſelf, that now acknowledges Repentance 
neceſſary to Pardon, and Faith ro Juſtficarion, in ſome ſuch words, 
which are all manifeſt 4buſe on both fides, for neither does Mr. Re- 
port believe Mr. Rebuke a Socinian, nor Mr. Rebuke believe Mr. Re- 
pert an Lntinomians they may -as well ſay they are two Breys or 
two , 


T Here was a Sheet called The Report, which'l read, and four 
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two Birds, as to ſay: that either is a Socinjaw or Antinomian, Imuſt 
confeſs there 15 one Chapter in the Vindication, about Chrifts dying 
in ouy ſtead, that is ſo well, fo folid, fo appofitely ſcriptured, fo 
brict and convincing againſt the Socimian, that ( excepting all Ap- 
plication, to kis Adv ) T have been feldom pleaſed and farisfied 
with any thing more; and I muſt confeſs moreover my pleaſure in 
reading the Book, that I left not, though it be ten Sheets ( unleſs 
for 8 (pirt) till -I had done ; Yet does not all his Wit, nor his Erw- 
dition recompence (o ill an Example as the rendring evil for evil, 
that is, Abuſe for Abuſe, which is not only a fault as to Mcn,' bur a 
fin az to Gud; and | pray God forgive them both, and I pray them 
to forgive me the teMing them of ir, 1 hall let alone therefore theſe 
Buoks mentioned, and teke notice only of theſe rwo more, thas is, 
the Anſwer of our Prechyterian Brethren to Mr. Lobb, fer out by 
Mr, Williams, and the Appeal of Mr, Lobb to the Biſhop of Wor» 
ceſter, and ſhall oficr a tew Animadverſions upon fome P , 
which others it is like would not, at leaſt with that impartiality 
(whether they offend or nat) as I de, - 

A great part | perceive of theſe Books is about the Phraſe Corn- 
mutation of Perſons, for Explication whereof the Presbyterigm Bre- 
chren diſtinguiſh of a Natural, Afersl and Legal Change (p. 12.) 
and tell us that there is no change of Chrifts Natwrel Perſen into 
Ours, or Qurs into His, and that Chriſts Qualities hikewiſe are not 
made Ours, nor Ours His, which is moſt true without doube, but 
who ever thought otherwiſe ? Who ever queſtioned any ſuch thing, 
rhat there is need of ſuch a diſtinQion ? lt any think that Dr, Crap, 
by Chriſts taking our Lys/iy and Condition, and we his, did under- 
ſtand theſe Brethrens More! Change, as it the Accidents of one 

e& could migrate into another, they abuſe the Dottor, ſup- 
bim ſuch. a Blockhead- as no Schoizr is to be ſuppoſed. No, 
when hbetells us that Chriſt was as compleat- # finwtr as we, and we 
as compleatly righteous as be, it muſt be conſtrued only by way of Ins 
putation: We mult not wreſt any words of bis to make himthiak 
otherwiſe, It is true now here, that in this-{mpwtation of our fins 
to Chriſt be underſtands # not only guod rextaw pane, b fe 
alſo, which is his Error, but as for this diltinQtion-of « Moral C 
it does not afett him any more than the Brethren themſYves ; obs 
they do thereby only beat the Air, not him lt is: 00 tnore to the 
confuting. Anignomians/m than might be fpired : And as for the word 
Legal Change, upon which they pitch, they do it not. without 
fear of danger, as themſelves acknowledge, and have reaſon, 6 
[nat 
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chat "deed in the 7 of rhis Phraſe [Chageef Perſons 
they ſhould wot Have d upon the word {Change] but the 
word \ P:yfon,) The word [ Perſon] is n T9vomar, lyable £9 
diverſe Acceptation ; the wv ( Chwge] to nane ; Change is 
Change, but Perſon is not Perſon. There is a Natural Perſon, and 
a Legal Perſon, which are two of their three Terms ; bur the 
Term {| Morel ) as to Perſon, hath no place here, And it is 
Chriſt Natural Perſon (tho' there be no- Natwal Change) which 
comes in the room of our Natural Perſons, to bear the Puniſhment 
of our fins, that is, the Commutation of Perſons, as is neceflary to 
the Explication of the DoQtrine of Satufattion, If there be any 
change of Perſon elſe, in regard to the Term {" Legel Poyſon] ler 
any of the Brethren that can make it our, 

By this Diſtinction mentioned, it is one thing wirh them: for 
Chriſt to take on him our Perſon, and another our Quan, Stare 
or Condition, and our Brethren therefore do impugne Mr. Loeb"; 
ſaying, Thet Chrift put binſelf i=10 our Plate, State and Condition, 
(P. 31.) —_— _ meer and _— 1 
uſftaiming our , an ing in bur , git the - 
Na Orthodox Cniltn, Such E Ay taken net 
fimaphiciter, but ſecundum quid, not in regard to every thing, but to 
one thing, Chrilt did rakes on him oor State, Condicn of Qi, 
as we were |lyable to Puniſhment, or as obnoxidus to the Carſe for 
our fins, and fo became a Cwrſe and Sacrifice for us : Bur when 
Mr, Lebb ſays further, that we were Sinners and deffiture of Righ- 
teoulneſs, he muſt be conſtrued to fpeak fo alfo in. regard to the 
Puniſhment due to us thereupon, end that Chriſt: took, upon him - 
that Condition, only whereby he was lyable, in our tend : Bur to 
preſs him therefore with che conſequence, that Chriſt maſt be » forver 
and deftiturt: of Rightecuſnef, is to preſs him too hard, for he is 
one we know, that denics the Cyri/pian Senfe of Change of Perſons, 
as well as the Brethren : And tho' they do here but take him on the 
hip upon a {lp of Words, they by and by do him plain wrong, 
when upon the right Interpretation they make, they ſay, The wil 
not content bim, tor it will and does comtert him, and he means no 
otherwiſe than they ; and as for their making him hold , Thar 
Chrifl was changed to be a finfſul Perſon, deſtitute of Righteouſneſs, 
as they goon in the place, A lapſus lingue is no Error ments, and 
the arguing him into what he abhors, is not doing as good Men 
would be done by themſelves, They are in good earncit here too 
heavy.upon him, : 
Q.; 
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In theſe Papers of the Brethren, there-is a Letter from the Biſhop 
of Forcefter, and part of ſome . Letters from Dr. Edwards, "That 
which is quoted out of the Dy, ſeems to me open, obvious, and edt- 
fying, That which is ſaid by the Biſhop is writ with Prudence and 
Caution, with Ability and Authority, but not with that openneſs 
alcogether as I, who ſpeak 4: « Fool, could wiſk, 

The Commutation of Perſons berween Chrift and us, according to 
his Lordſhip, may bavea threefold ſenſe, Ore which implies Chriſt 
being appointed to ACt in our behalf, for our benefir, which the 
Socinians will grant, Another, which implies not only bis ating 
for our benefit, but his being ſubſtituted in our ſtead, in bearing our 
Puniſhment, to become an Attonement for us, that us, to ſatifie 
Gods Juſtice, that ſo by an AQ (or New Law) of Grace he might 
grant us Pardon and Liſe, upon the Conditions of- the pel, 
which is the ſound Senſe of this Change of Perſons, according to 
Grotias, this Learned Biſhop, our Presbyterian Bretbren and Me, Lobb 
alſo, which he will not gainfay, tho' whether he will bave more to it, 
let himſelf tell, For, 

There is a :bird Senſe of this Cormutation, which implies 8 tranſ- 
lation of our fins upon Chriſt and of bis Righteouſneſs upon us, 
which admits of a double Senſe, one of Dr, Criſp and the Antine. 
mians, and the other of ſuch we call Ortbodox, embracing the 
Common Protefant DoQtrine of Juſtification. This third Senſe, as 
owned by Dr, Criſp, the Biſhop bath in ſhort words ſer out right, 
which is in two Points diflerng from the Orthodox, One is, that 
Dr. Criſp accounts our fins to be tranſlated on, cr imputed to Chriſt, 
not only as to the Obligation of Puniſhment, but in regard to the 
guilt of the Fault : The other is, that Chriſts Righteouſneſs is 
crapſlared on the Ele before they believe, and conſequently they 
are juſtibed without Faith, Now the Biſhop ſers himfelt againſt chis 
tbird Criipian Senſe and beſtows a grear pare of his Letter to con- 
fute this known exploded Error ; fo that as I have ſaid of our Bre- 
tbrens DiſtinAion before, that they did but beat the Air, and confute 
no Body, I muſt needs ſay of the Biſh:p, that- he does indeed beat 
ſome Body, that is, confutethe CriÞþien, bur his beating is beſides 
the Cuſhion, Thi excelent Biſhops Work were to conſider, whe- 
ther he ſhall admit or confute Mr, Lebb, Dr. Owen, and thoſe that 
bold fuch a tranſlation of our (ins on Chriſt, and his Righteouſeſs 
on us, 2s is maintained without either of theſe Criſpian Errors, To 
prove that a Man muſt believe before he is juſtifi:d, needs no more 
than theſe words of the Apoſtle, We have believed, that we may 
be 


Ty * 


The common Proteflant | will ſuppo@ when: the Scripture ſpeaks 
of our fios being laid an Chriſt, or Chriſt bearing our- {tvs as the 
Crob, or the like, do underſtand no gther thing «ben the Biſbep, 
that js, he topk on him ous fins, 'in Ice the Lage Guilt, not 
thoſe Terms raatum 


per ſane! 

Gail} is dapgerous, leſt any th 
our Legal Perſon, fo as to be in us Guilty, and werighteous an him) 
or to ſpeak fureſt, he tooken bim our Prunifhawore without the deſert 
of i, and ſo neither | or the Biſhop, ar aur Presbyrerian Brethren 
differ in the leaft, as to this part of the Travflatiov, which is to be 
gays! © neningy to the anatian of the Daftrine of Ohrifts 

atufaftion : But wn tothe other part of this Tranilamien, which is 
the traceferriog bis Righteouſnes on the Beliewer (not on the Elelf 
before Fainh, tor that 1s Antmemianſm) in ch a ſenſe as is nece(- 
fary to the making owe the DoCtrive of Juſtification, accarding to 
the Common Proteſtant, here is the Pointe which requires the Deter- 
mination of this moſt Learncd Bifbop : whereof if be dare venture 
his Credit, ſo as to tel his Judgment plainly (which would rend to 
the eſtabliſhment of many) be ſhall do a great thing, a daring mat- 
rer, wherein yet he is thus far advanced, that ke bath im this Letter, 
made an an-ſet on the greateſt ſtrength of the Antagoniſt, which is 
That,they raiſ&upon the wards af the Apoſtle, 2 Cor. 5,21, He bath 
made bim fon for us, who knew ne fin, that we might be made the 
Righteouſneſs of God in him : Unto which Text the Biſhop anſwers, 
That by Chrifts being made ov, ® meant @ Sacrifice for fn, accor- 
ding the Scripture Senſe: we are made the Righteooſmeſi of God 
in him, in that God, wpow the account of by Sacrifice and our Re- 
conciliation to him, does treat ws as Righteous Perſons, 67 receive us 
inio bus Grace and Favour upon our believing. 1 add,upen our belivvt 
as what is underſtood by him. And this & «8 (be fays) thet be can 
find St, Paul wnderſeod by this Expreſſion, Here we \ce this Text 
brought oft fo cleverly, as that there is no Arrow hath roucht him, 
but witbal, ſo cautiouſly and prudemtiglly for fear of ſhot, that I 
cannot but take notice of that Learned Gentleman that bath wrote 
oa this Subjzec, Sir Charles —_—_ greater Refolution, who _ 

ai 
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faid the fame thing upon this Texr with the Biſhop, but wichout Yread 
ofthe Bullers. The' meaning # { ſays he) rhe, Chrift- that wa: 
without ſim was ordained of God to be a Sacrifice for fin, that we 
might thereby be made righteou: with the Geſpel- Righteouſneſs, for 
that is the general meaning every where of the Righteouſneſs of God. 
Sir C. W's Evan. Fuft. p. 64. The dire&t anſwer ro this Text is 
this, "That the Righteouſneſs of God in bim, is not the Righteouſneſs 
of Chrift, according to pur Common Proteftant Divines, which 
is manitcſt, becauſe Ged'and Him are two, as I have it (in my 
Right. of Ged, P. 11.) with this Argument, Fuſftitis Des eff fins 
fove effetium ex eo qued Chriftus peccatum pro nobs fattns eft. Hoc 
autem ipſum eft Chrifts obedientia, Ergo juſtitis Dei non eff Chrift 
Obedientis. Wotton, 

The Common Proreffane Opinion accounted Orthodox, is that we 
are juſtified by Faith Obje&rve,chat is by Chriſts Righteouſneſs, which 
is its ObjeRt, received by Faith as the Inftrument making it ours , (o 
that God looks upon us as righteous in his Righteouſneſs, or accounts 
us ſo, which is our Juf:fication. The Opinion | hold ( as what I 
think thoſe that go "Mir. Baxter's way, are to come to) 1 declare to 

© Re, be, that we are juſtified by Faith Formaliter, 

St ;uftitia eft mu De!, and through Chriſts Righteouſneſs, as the Me- 

x0 nag? 4 — iſ ritorious Cauſe only, The Scripture is manifeſt, 
ioſe ſit juſiitia, ut cre- that by Faith we are juſtified. Was nor Abra> 
dams in cum ? Aug. | ham juftified by Faith ? The juſt ſhall Irve by 
in Jo. 6. 25. Fauth. This is Redfaſtly atteited by the Apo- 
ſtle. By Faith; fo that Faith is the id per guod, as the Kigh- 
reouſneſls of Chr the :d propter guod , the Believer is juſtified. 
The Meritorious Cauſe is the Efficient Protatarfick, and cannot be 
the Formal. That Chrifts Righteouſneſs therefore, is not the Be- 
lievers formel Righteouſneſs, 1 muſt lay down among the ſer of No- 
tions, as certainly appertaining to Mr. Baxters way of- Juſtification, 
ſo that the Maintenance of, or Departure from that Aſſertion, does 
alluredly make, or merr, the right conception of that Article. 

There is no Point of moment, bur hath irs fer of Notions (as [ 
ſay). belonging to it, and whether the Biſhop will go the Common 
way of- tbe Proteſtant, or-a way of his own altogether, or the 
way of Mr. Baxter, which | and Mr. W;lams do go, as to the 
main, I ſuppoſe that excelent Perſon, who is able. to perceive that 
Concatenation of Notions, belonging to the way he taker, will lay 
ther ſo together, as to make the whole agreeable, knowing well, 
that if he break one of the Ser, one Link, he breaks all, the 

| whole 
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whole Chain, The fundamental Notion in the way that Mn. Bax 
ter, and L, and Mr, Williew: go, is this, That it is not bythe: Law, 
but the Goſpel, not by the Law of Works, but the Law of Grace, 
that we are to be judged, and conſequently juſtified or coadenmned. 
Oae other Notion of his, near to this, is, thet the Righteouſneſs.of 
Chriſt is not, cannot be imputed to us (that is, reckoned to us as 
ours) any otherwiſe than in the Efe#s. The Righteouſneſs of 


puted to us # fo for our Juſtification, then we are juſtified by the 
Lew. When Mr. Williams therefore fays with us, -that it is by the 


cifuce. 
Right 


Cauſe of his Juſtification ; But it is not Chriſts Right to his Reward, 
but the Obedience of his Life and Death (which two ings he 
diſtinguiſhes, and makes a double Righteouſneſs, and brings bimielf 
off with the firſt, inſtead of affirming the laſt ) , which i the 
Merirorious Cauſe of our Juftificatiov, And as for what he ſays 
in afficmiog, Chriſts Right co his Reward,to be the Believers, His own 
Right, the Believers to be the ſame Right, it is impoſſible accor- 
ding to the Rule of Accidents, as I anſwer himin my Pacificatior. 
There is another Diſtintion of Mr. Williems, which Mr. Alſep 
uſes in his Rebuke, direfly contrary to him. in the Terms, yer 
Neither, diflering m the Doctrine of it, that I will take this _ 
to remember, Dr. Crifp's Phraſe of Chenge of Perſon, Mr. Williams 
impugnes, but yet grants a Change of Perſons. By Change of Per- 
ſoo, 1 doubt not but the Dr. meant a on both fides, as 
appears by his Explication, YE m—_— a ſinncr as we, and 
2 | we 


OI 


rrjftiteous #8 he, and thiet is 2 Chimpe of Perſons. There it 4 
rag rr es ohe fide, - and a | Perſon Of! both 
ſides. - A Ghange of both fides is #1 one with a Charge of Priſons, 
When Mr. Wiles then upon this, diſtinguiſhes between a Chatige 
of Perſon, ard Change of Petſons, it is his own Diſtintion, when the 
Door never thoughe of any; and when it is his own, be my make 
what Conftruftion of it he pleaſe, and tht he purs on it be ute 
ſhall be Orthodox 3, for by the one he will have Dr, Criſp's Cotr- 
mutation uriderſtood, and deny it 3 by the other, the Biſhop's Com- 
mutation, and hold it. Here is his DoQtine found, but his Difia- 
Hion, as be uſes the Terms & forced, frrained, tirmnatural, that it is 
aſcle(s alrogether, bur to bring Bitaſclf off, ard Rfve his occaſion 1 
Whereas the Difti as of6d by Mr. Alſvp, is fo appoſire, eafie, 
roper, nateral ini the Terms, that if it beſtood to, no Diftinion 
can be of more uſe for detidirng the Contraverfie of otit Brethrev, 
By Clidnge of Perſon, Mr. Alep uriderſtarids, One cothing” iti the 
of another ; By Change 0 Perfofis, Both coming in e Poor 
; #6d when Mr. Wiliaws #« Chinge of Pee- 
i6 + Chiehge of Perſon; he (Mr. 4/op) dots Hotd i 
Petfon, and denics # Chengt of Perſots, and yer both ares 
in the DoQrite they rake of ir,, Me, Alſop's Di 
; fullet exptained, © is bbtweet! Chrifts ſuſteining of purrn 
er our Perfori, his taking 6nr State and Condirion,ot his obey on, 
foffering in-out toorki of fiead nd Our faltHiathg or purtiay CnChrift 
Porjery raking 0h # his Quality of Condition, or comitig in his 
roony Or place, The one he mmamtains, and detries rhe othet. 
1 will ddd, be docs hold; and ir it i be held, char Chriſt ſtood ini 
whr eovel aid ſited, abd f© may be faid t&© put ofi our Perfoh in 
vhlepirig and) ſiifftting for us, us nectfſaty tothe DofAtrine of Sari/: 
filtron ; baitthe dhiee,; or I' do, (is that which is to be denied) char 
we rate on 4s Chiriſts Perſori, of eothe it His foottt or fiead, ab n6- 
ceflary (which other affitty) to out Fafification. 

To make ttvs appear (4s ro the tigtit ſenſe of it) we ritift know, 
:nac (co calte aforhers Perſdh; or' ry de of ſufitr ary rhitig It the rout! 
oe place sf ahorher, #8 466 3t ſuftet the thitty, tb fite the other 
trem che doing 6f foffering; When Chiiſt theh # fiid" ro 'dye for 
w, of for as Which i all bhe & taking out Perfon, or ſuffering 
in ovr root}, place 6 fitad; it Ggnihes thr be obeyed the Law 
and ſaftered the pthaley, that we ihr 'nivt be bouid rb that pe 
@bedience, as the Condition of Liſe, hd that we rhight not ſuffer 
the Curſeef it, 4nd this is heeefiary to the ttitkivg Got Saricfation, 
thar 


This Commutdtion of Perſons therefore we deny, as that DoQtrine 
which ſubvert the Guſpel, 
It was deep miſtake in the much reading of Mr, Report, to ap- 


Office it is 10 embrace that Righteouſneſs jo imputed, there is not one 
word: i=» the- Sacred Letters, ſays the Learned Grotixe. : If the Biſhop 
before praiſed, dare follow that leadivg Mano in the owe Point, as in 
the oxber. 

I will come now therefore to this new Book of Mr. Zebb, which 
he calls 4m Appeal; that is, from the Prezhjterian Brethren, to the. 
Biſhop of Waorcefter, #1 Moderator between them, They 
the Biſhops Letter 1n their Vindication, and Mr, Lobb ſticks to that 
Lettet, as vindicating him, and both are in the right ;, for when they 
agree ro the Biſhop, they maſt agree alſo with one another, In this 
Appeal, Mr. Lobb, looking on Mr. Williams, us in the Chair of 
Mr. Baxter, to maintain his Define, does colle&t many Paſſages 
out of Mr, Baxter, which are approaching to the Socinians, end 
ſuppoſes ſuch Da&Qrine to be inconfiftent with the DoGtrine of the 
Bifbop, that he tnaintains againſt Crefiar, in his Book of the =_ 
feravg: of Chris, We ſhall fee, if the Biſbep write?, whether be 
judges as Ar, Lobs, or rather hall Gee cauſe of Agreement, not 
Difference, witty Mir. B; in this Point, That which I have to {ay is this. 

There is a vaſt difference in the account thet mult be given of two 
Men, ſpeaking che fame things «boat a Doctrine, which is io Con- 
troverſie berween them, when ohe does bring them by way of Ob. 

why rr rey vp by way of cation, 
for the better clearing and meinteining ot, in Anſwer to thoſe Objefi. 
ons And thete isa double Anfwer wan Obj:ition, One is by Ne. 
g£4iwn 


( 60 ) 
F#riov, when the matter 18 falſe ;-and the other is by Conceſſion, when 
moms is true and reaſonable, but ſhewing = ie oh Not 
that DaRtrine, which remains firm n otwithſtanding that Conceſſion, 
Thu is the Caſe of Mr, Baxter in regard to the Socinien, The 
Socinians ay many things rationally, and which are true; and 
Mr. Baxter in ſuch matters ſpares not to ſay the like; but the one 
ſays chem for the Enervating, the other for the Elucidating "the 
Doctrine of Setwfe#ion, It is moſt certain, that Mr.-Baxter holds 
the ſame D>Arine which Grotizs does, and follows him in the Ex- 
plication, ſkewing the conſiſtency of it with Gods Free Grace, in 
the remiſſion of fin, which two things Secivas thinks incompatible, 
To wit, in that when it is aliw that ſuff:rs, it is.a/jad ſolvitur, and 
alſo it being not the /dem, but the Tantandem, which Chrift ſuffered, 
and that it was not therefore the Lew it (elf, but the Leaw-giver be 
ſatisfied : Upon which accounts the SatisfaQtion was in it ſelf refu- 
" ſable, a Solutio recu/abils ns he, after Grotixs, does call it, that is, 
ſuch as God in Fufice, was not bound to accept, but in Atercy 

Grace be did accept it, and what is more, found out this 
way of Satisfaction himſelf for us, which makes it ſo much more of 
Grace; fo that a Free Pardon, I ſay, appears notwithſtanding this 
Sati;faftion, ns in the Sacrifices of the Jews for fin, there was an 
Atronement made by their Blood, in order to the Remiflioo, That 
Mr, Baxter does maintain this DoQtrine of Grotiw, this DyQtrine 
that is the Marrow of the Old and New Teſtament, to wit, the 
DoQrine of Pardon upon Satwfattion againſt the Socinjen, it is appa- 
rent, | ſay, as that Mr. Lobb does hold Fuftificetion wpon believing 
againſt Dr, Criſp. Andif it ſhall farther appear, that there is no- 
thing of all rhat be hath alledged againſt Mr. Baxter, is difſonant 
to the mind of Grotiae, and Biſhop Stullingfleet, he will I hope 
come off art laſt, | 

To this end let us obſerve, that this —_ Biſhop m his Letter, 
ſpeaking of Chriſts bearing our ſins, and diſtinguiſhing the deſert of 
—_og from the Panilament, and affirming rightly, that though 
Chriſt took on him the Obligation to undergo the Puniſhment , the 
Deſert conld not be transferr'd upon-.him, be hath theſe. words ; No 
Afan can ceaſe to deſerve Puniſhment for bis own Faults, nor Deſerve 
that another ſhould be puniſhed for them. This Szying is ſo true, 
plain and reaſonable, that though Socinws, Crehlizs, or any of their 
Followers, {hall ftand upon it never ſo much, it: is not to be denied, 
bur ggntcd for all that, Upon this Foundation. it follows : If - no 
Mn can deſerve that another be puniſhed for him, then cannot we 


by 
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by our {ins deſerve Chriſts fufferings, We deſerved the Puniſhment 
fit was a deſerved Puniſhmene) but we deſerved not that he ſh.uld 
bear ir. © If our fins then deſerved not that Chrift ſhould ſuffer, 
they are not the Meritorious Cauſe of his Sufferings, If not the 
Meritorious Cauſe, no proper Cauſe, but the Occafion, as Mr. Bax- 
fer is cited by Mr. Lobs, And to go on, the reaſon appears, It was 
not from.the Law his Obligation to ſuffer did ariſe, for the Law 
puniſhes only the Tranſgrefſor : Noxs coput fiquitur,, It was not 
our Obligation therefore be took on him, tor our Obligation is an 
Obligation of deſert (Qblig atio Crimings, as it is call'd). bur bis only 
Ex contrafu. And ſeeing it was not Obligatio ex Lege, it follows 
that the Sufferings he bore- were Materially, not Formally, Puniſh» 
ment, Jt was the ſins of Mankind (ſays Mr, Baxter) that were the 
Occafion of Chrifts Sufferings, called by ſome an aſſumed Meritorious 
Canſe, becauſe by bis conſent they. were loco cauſa Meritorix. End 
of Contro, C, 13. Ia which Words, and all other Paſſages col- 
lected by Mr, Lobb, what is there to be found fault with, unleſs an 
over- perſpicacity,. tightneſs, and conſonancy of Judgment in all his 
Pieces alike, made good all by the reaſon of that undeniable Con- 
ceſſion, that One Man cannot deſerve that anotber ſhould be puniſhed 
for bis Fanlts, as the Biſhop has ir, 

And now.to come from the Biſhop to Grotius 3. It muſt be acknow> 
ledged that Grotiws hath made it his buſineſs ro ſhew, that our fins 
were the Impulfive, the Meritorious Impu'fave Cauſe of Chrifts Suf- 
terings, in his-dying for us, which he hath proved no les ſub- 
ſtantially than critically, by the Prepofitions imp, 1 Cor. 15; 3. 
Heb, 11,12. 7%, 1 Pet, 2, 18, Gal. 1,4. Pro peccatis ; {'is, cum 
accu;ativo, Rom. 4. 25; Propter peceuts ;, and Iſa; 53. 5. Ob peccats 
noftra z which all denote the Impulfrve Cauſe (ſays he )-and not the 
Emal, againſt Socinus, Upon this, it is ſuppoſed by Mr. Lobb; that 
what is mentioned before, as ſaid by Ms, Baxter, is contrary to this 
DoQtrine, and he hath cited ſuch Paſſages theretore as Heterodox + 
But Grotius himſelf muſt be the Man to Anſwer and Reconcile what 
be ſays, with what is ſaid by Mr. Baxter, which he does very ſuf- 
ficiently, with one word, chat Mr. Lobb hath not obſerved,; at leaſt 
to make ſo good an uſe of ir, For Soems- in oppalition ro the Dc»- 
QArine of Satisfation, denying that Chriſt could dye for ſin, - as- the 
Meritorious Cauſe of his Death, {which he will bave to be only the. 
Final Cauſe in turning us away from it) becauſe this muſt make him - 
(as he argues) a finner, and one deſerving to die, Grotivs takes brm 
up, and tells us, that it was for. fig, but Imperſenslizer. This ho 
explainse. 
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explains in that our fans did deſerve that Puniſhment fhould be <x- 
ated, bur fuch was rhe goodneſs of God 1o'fpare us, and lay it 


Now that God might do without Injuſtice, Groton: many 
loftances, from Devid, from Abeb, from the foewreg om the 
ſecand Commandment. What God himſelf does, or allews, muſt 
be juſt, David o:, and ks Child dies, Abeb is wicked, and 
his Punidhment is deterred 20 his Sons Days, Sewl is cruel to the 
Giberaites, and his Grandchildren are put to dearch. The Fathers 
fiw, and God vilits ther {19 00 the Children, ro three or four Gene 
extions, Here is Merit, us the Anrecedeme Cauſe of the Puniſh- 
men, in all theſe Inſtances, and net the Merit of the Perſon 
or Perſons that ſuffer it. And if 1 haN| add bere rhis great 
thing, (a thing wherein Divines are put © bard co &, © giving their 
account) even the greater Inſtance of Death me ng 
their innocent Babes among them) for 4%, s 


ſont non alerer quam yer enedum Meriti z which being true, Socmmes 
does indeed {eern to argue ſtrongly, pe nfs cad ang 


d&ftinguiſk, there ws a double Meri of Panidhwenr, Perſonal and 
Jmpcrſonal. When Grotine tes 1s, that in Chrifts foftcrings there 
_ _ Pamnſfinnemt, becauſe thar, though Ged hid & on his Son, 
required the infliction z and Mr. Baxter lays, no formal 
—_w nn becauſe not only withour defert in Chrift, but 
which is more, becauſe aur deſert could not be transferr'd on him, 
though the Puniſhment was, they both ſay rroe, (but rightly un- 
derſtood only) the one Perſenaliter, the the other Imperſenaliter, ns Gro- 
riews bath derided it 
And what is this in good earneſt any other but what the Brſhop 
hath in efic determined likewiſe ? No Man can deſerve that ancrber 
ſheald be for bim, and yet becauſe the Execution of Pw 
wiſbment depends on the wiſdew of God, # Change of Perſen; (that is, 
of Chrift ts bear it im our room, Chriſt being willmg, and the 
thiowg juſt ) way mtcrvenc, ſays the Biſhop, in more words, and all 
appolce. If Mr. Loabb then can but reconcile the Biſhop to bimſelf, 
( unto whom be feems heartily ro ſubſcribe ) he muſt reconcile 
Mc, 
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Mr. Baxter ind Grotins, 2nd be alſo secanciled to both. And that 
he may be ſo the more eafily, the Biſhop hath given a"Teſt for the 
diſcovery of the Orthodox from the Soconian, awd Mr, Baxter ſhall 
thereby be tryed. The trac Controver fie (lays be) berween the Seei- 
nien and us, ue, Whether the Sufferings of Chrift were te be confidergd 
as 4 P aviflonent for our font, and as 4 Propitiagory Sacrifice to God far 
them: or only as an Af of Domirjon ever an maccent Pirſon, mn 
order to bis Advancement to Glory, The ame is affirmed atrer him 
by our Prerhjterian Brethren, and who is there can imagine ever 
Mr, Baxter denied that Chriſts ſufferings was a Puniſhment for aur 
fins, and his death a Prapiciatory Sacrifice, for thera ? He hath made 
bins ſon for us, fays Paul (2 Cor, 5. 21.) Upon which, God hath made 
Chrift @ Sacrifice for ſim, ſays Mr. Baxter, as others, which Srcaws 
denies, Who bis own ſelf bare aur fow im bis own Body, on the Tree, 
ſays Peter, (1 Per. 2. 24.) Upon which, /: was the pun of 
our fins, which as 8 Sacrifice, he hare in bu ſufferings en the Croſs, 
ſays Mr, Bexter, But what need [ quote any ſuch particular Say« 
ings, when there is no Book of his that is great, that can be without 
ſuch a Teſtimony, over and over ? 

What then you may ak, ſhall we judge here of Mr. Lobb'; great 
Induſtry ?  Sball we look on him as the Fly upon the Axle-tree, that 
hath raiſed all this Daft for nothing ? | will not fay fo, ſeeing Duſt 
there is, that muſt be raiſed, if our Wheels do bur go, and our 
Chariot drive to its deſigned end, the quiet of the Brethren, It is 
not enough that we are agreed indeed in this DoArine of Chriſts 
Satufation, though we are, unleſs we alſo underftand and know it : 
Beſides that when we are agreed, there is need of ſome Anthority 
yet to tell us we are fo, that cur ſelves may believe ir. The Com- 
poling a Comtrover fie by Silence, is but covering the Fire, as Mr. Lobb 
obſerves, not extinguiſhing ir, If the Matter be fuch, wherein we 
indeed do agree, the Ventilation of it muſt ſhew us the ſeeming 
Difference to be nothing, and ſo compel a Concord: If the Matter 
be ſuch wherein we really diſagree, there is till need of beating it 
out, that the Corn may be diſcovered from the Chef, by the threſh- 
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There are two Points we know among us , both very great Pc nts, 
and the one made difhcule through the latanglement of it with the 
Other, One is of Chrifts SatufaFiom, wherein indeed we differ 
not : The other is of our I ufification, wherein we Co difter ; and 
there are two ways of Explicatioa, Mr, Bexter's, and the Common 
Proteſtants, Upon the ——— La this Diffcreace in the latter 


Point, 


pin # ts | 
Point, there afe many are ſtumbled in their Explication of the 
or mer. 

As for Mr, Lobb he has verily given occaſion for an Accomo. 
dation between the Brethren by his Appeal to the Biſhop, as to the 
Point of SatisfaFion, for (eeing indeed there is therein no difference, 
he is like ro «ff-&t it : But as for the other, of Fuftification, Mr. Lobb 
is bchind, and it will be a harder matter for any to moderate in it, 
One thing, io his ſtrowing his way bereunto, is to be preparatively 
con . He bas read (I ſuppoſe) Srcinus de Servatore, as well 
as Grotius upon him, and Crellins then againſt Grotivs, with other 
Secinians; as alſo Dr, Criſp, and other Antinomians, and he is not 
ignorant where the Water ſticks between us and them both, The 
Socinian accounts Chriſt to be a good Man, that taught us Holy 
Do&rine, and dyed to bear Teftimony to the Truth of ir, to the 
end we might believe ir, and live according to it, and fo be ſaved; 
and upon this account 1s our Saviour : But as for his dying for our 
fins, any otherwiſe than for turning us away from them by his 
DoQtrine and Example, which is making our (ins the Final Canſe of 
his Death, he underſtands not ; when as for the making it the Me- 
ritorions Cauſe of the Sufferings of an innocent Man, and thereby 
ſatisfatory 10 the Juſtice of God (he accounting the whole Office 
of his Prieſthood, that which did not reſpicere Dewm, but Us, not 
reconciling God to us, but us to God) for the obtaining our Impu- 
nity, this ſeems to theſe Men nor reaſonable. On the other hand, 
the Antinomian, upon this Satisfation 25 made ro God by Chriſts 
fufferings, underfiands our fins to be (o laid on Chriſt, as that ir 
was not only our Puniſhment that he bare, but our Guilt, our Fault 
our Deſert : And whereas we areapt to fay this is blaſphemous, becauſe 
Chrift hereby is made a ſinner, and the greateſt of Sinners ; they 
fay No; for this is to ſay but what Luther, and our Orchodox Divincs 
have ſaid before them, and there is no hurt in it, underſtanding it 
only (as they all do) by way of /mputation, For as in the Impu- 
ration of Chriſt: Righteouſneſs ro-us, we are accounted of God righ- 
reous as be, For our Juſtification ; (o ih the Imputation of our (ns, 
he is made as /mful as we,. for making God Satisfatiom, This 
they take up as the Common Do&trine of our former Proteſtants, 
. which Mr, Lobb will do well to turn over, and- examine, whether. 
they who have wrote before Baxter among us, do not ordinarily ſay 
thus, That our fins were imputed to Chriſt ſo as to be counted bg. 
That be was not made owly a Sacrifice for ſim, but even ſo ſin for us, 
that is, by Imputation, as we are made bis Rigbreouſneſi, For 
ſering 
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ceing this is the perpetual rule of Gogs Juſtice, that the ſame Soul 
hors Alnſ ſb:uld 4% bow can it ſtand with Gods Fuſtice that Chrift 
ſhould ſuffer for dur fons, if they were not in ſame ſort annexed to bim ? 
The Scripture evidently affirms, (la, 53. 6, 11, 12) That Chrift 
bare not only the puniſhment of our ſins, but our ſms alſo; what 
aileth then the Feſunte, ſo boldly to deny, that our fins are imputed to 
Chriſt ? Seeing then (again) tbe Scripture ſo ſpeaks, why ſhould we 
doubt to ſpeak as the Scripture does, that Chriſt was for us counted 
a Sinner or Tranſgreſſr, yet in himſelf remained Holy, Juſt and 
Righteous fill? So we in Chriſt are werily reputed rightecus, though 
by nature we are Unjuft and Unrighteowsr, This I quote out of Wit- 
let's Synopſis, being Paſſages |ying near cogether, ( See Cont, 19. of 
Tuftification) ſuppnlicg the like ro be common in others, 

[n ſuch Pafſiges then as theſe, which we ſha!l find in former Di- 
vines, we ſee no ſuch DiftinCtion made, between cur Merit of the * 
Puniſhment, and the Puniſhment, as we now wake, with the Biſhop, 
to whem Mr, Lebb does ſubſcribe. Ir is effentia! to-Puniſbment, char 
it be inflited for fin, bur not effential that it be inflicted on the 
party himſelf that ſinned, ſays Grotius; and in another place before 
quoted, that fin is the cauſe of Puniſhment no otherwiſe but per 
modum Meriti, Now Chriſt having himſelf never ſinned, if the 
Merit of our fins was not Jaid upon him together with the Puniſh 
ment, how was it per modum Meriti that he was puniſhed ? Mr. Lobb 
knows whether Crel/xs dds not urge ſomething to this purpoſe 
againſt Grotjus, and if he can ſolve the difficulty, ro defend Grotius, 
that which he maſt grant to do it, wiil defend Mr. Baxter againſt him. 
Burt as for the Antin»mian, why ſtands upon this, as no on neceſ- 
ſary to the DoQtrine of Sati-fattion, than that Chrifts Rig bteouſnef 
be ours, as neceſſary to the DoCtrine of Juſtification, and accounts 
it to be no other but the Common Opinion ot the Proteſtant, it does 
appear that ſore bank or bound muſt be ſer to this Ses, leſt the 
opinion formerly received as Orthodox overflow into Antinomiani/m; 
and I muſt givenorice to Mr, L2bb, and thoſe that retain and uphold 
it, that if they perſiſt, they muſt come thus far, as to ſay thar on 
one (ide the Believer is by Imputation as rigbtecws as Chriſt himſelf ; 
and on the other that Chriſt by Impuration is a ſinver as we, which 
to pur in Dr, Cr:þ's words, is that Chriſt was as compleatly ſinful as 
we, and we a+ compleatly rigbteous a3 he, wherein, as betore, they 
conceived no hurt, becauſe underſtood by them only by way of 1m- 
putation, It Mr, Lobb will recede from the Common Opinion here, 
he muſt recede from all thoſe Notions that are concatenated together 
inthe Explication of it, I 2 And 
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And" what is tneant by 1bis Jmpatetion, in the Senſe of our Come: 
won Proteflant ? The Imputation of « thing to a Perſon, is the ac. 
counting it his, in regard to our dealing with bim, In Gods impu- 
ring our fins to Chriſt, he does zccount (as they fay) bim to be a 
{inner, or them to be bis, and does (o deal with him, in Tayirg our 
Ponifhment upon him, In Gods impnting to 8s Chrifts Righteouſ- 
neſs, he accounts his Right:oufneſs to be ours, and ſo deals with us 
in juſtifying us by ir, So they, But how can God account our figs 
to be Chrilts, and hi: righteonſneſs Oars, when really they are not 
ſo, and Gods Judgment 1s according to Truth * They muſt An- 
ſwer, If by really we mean Phyſically, it is indeed impoſſible that 
our Qualities ſhould become Chriſts, and his ours ; there is none that 
underſtands it ſo; but if by really we mean only legally, in ſenſu 
forenf, in conſpeFn fori, or in Law-ſenſe, as Divines expreſs ir, it is 
really fo (they will ſay) that our fins are laid on Chriſt, and his righ- 
reoufneſs made ours, or elſe that neither could Chrift have ſuffered, or 
We be juſtified, But what yer is this Legally, or in Lew-ſenſe, which 
is to be conceived by a Quatenus, as God dea!s with us according to 
Law ? Why our Divines ſuppoſe that Chriſt did rake on him our 
Perſon, and ſoour Sins, and as ating in our Perſon, what he did 
2nd ſuffered in our behalf, is accounted of God to be done and fuf- 
fered by us, even as what my Attorney at Law dces for mc, it is in 
Law, ur as L2mto be deale with according to Law, all one as if it 
were done by me. H:tre then we maſt make a ſtand, and conſider 
whether Chrif indced was ſuch a Repreſentative, as that in him as 
our Legal or Ciw;! Perſon, we are zcconnted of God ro have ful. 
filled the Law, both in Obedience to the Precept, and bearing the 
Runiſhment, (o as ro be perfeRtly righteous, in bis Righteouſneſs, and 
accordingly jaſt.hed. We muſt come thus home, or ay n2thing. 

Tnere is another Explication therefore that is made of this /mpu- 
tation by Mr. Baxter. There 1s a double ſenſe of ir, Therc is an 
Impuration, or accounting & thing to a Perſon as his, either # ſe, 
or in the Effet, Mr. Baxter denies not Imputation, but explains 
it, An Imputation of our fins to Chriſt, and his righteouſneſs ro us 
'6 this Law ſenſe mentioned, 13 the Imputation im ſe, which as the 
former commenly received DoQtrine, and unſound, Mr. Baxter Cil- 
owns : Bur an [mputation in regard to the Effe&s, that the Righte- 
ouſneſs of Chriſt, being truly the Meritorious Cruſe of our Remil- 
itn, Juſtification, Adoption 1 imputed (imput atur datur edjudicatur, 
fays he) to us, as the price given to the Victor, is imputed to the 
Taptive.in his Deliverance,is that which be ſays, with Bradſhaw and 

| Grotius 
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Grotins {I'll add Forbes modef « refine: wnes)be does mamta, Aﬀerh. The. 
Part _— TheScholafticatly Learned and Induftriaus Mr, 
has this DiftinQion in other wordrgfor ſpeaking of Chrifts being made 
fs, and Chrifts righteouſneſs ours, he tells us, it muſt be underftood 
not Formaliter, but Effeftivve. This is all one as not a» fe, but in 
the Efe#s, Thus our fans are imputed to Chriſt in his bearing only 
the Puoiſbhment, when by 'an Impuration #» ,ſe, or forma'icer, he 
muſt bear rhe merit alſo ; And«has '(hall Chriſts Righteouſnels 'be- 
come ours (Efe#:ve) though we are but Aﬀeritoriouſly, and not 
Formally juſtified by ir. 

As for Reaſons againſt Imputation in the Common S:nſe before 
memtioned, to wit, that God does not look on us to have obeyed 
and ſuffered in Chrift as our Legs! Perſon, and what follows, there 
are ſo many in Mr. Baxter's Books, (that 1 meed nottbrivg any 4 
Only one, among the other Antinomian Conſequences, | will men- 
tion, as 'What is moſt obyious and convincing, which is, that if this 
were ſo, then ſhould rhe Ele@be immedimarely freed from Puniſh. 
ment, and immediately juſtifzed, before they believed or repemed, 
or without Faith and Repemance, for no terms could be impoſed on- 
them, in order to their Juftiftization and 'Glory, if they be ac- 
counted already to have fulfilled the Law m Chriſt, Tha 'bei 
n Dorine therefore ſo-dircRly, as-dangerouſly comrary to the Goſpel, 
it is to be diſcarded. 

And yet for once [ will thus argue, and call Mr. Z:bb to thearken 
tome, There is nothing can be mputed 'ro'us, bureither chat which 
we have not, and then its impured that we may have ir, that is, 
to have it made ours, or reputed as ours : Or elſe if we have it, it 
muſt be impured to ſome other-end than to have ir, or for ſome'other - 
thing than that it ſe}f, which is imputed, Now it 'Chrift did obey 
and ſuff-r incur Perſoms, or as- our Legal Perſon, fo as in Lew- 
fenſe we have, and are accounted to have obeyed and fſuftzred in 
him,rhen can his Righteouſneſs (confifting of his Obedience and Suſ- 
ferings) be neither impured to us, that we may have it,'or to be mace- 
ours, or reckoned to uz as ours, ſeeing we have it already, I: is ours,it 3s 
reckoned asours, in that it was performed in our Perſons: Nor can ir 
be imputed to us to any other ene, or for any other :51g, but Ad 
Fuſtitzam, for Righteouſneſs, (juſtifying Righteoufnes) which is ro 
the ſame end and for the ſeme thing, and can beno other, Mr, Lobb 
here is a Man of Senſe, and can fee Reaſon, and of ingenuity (if 
any other be) fo as if it convince him, to acknowledge ir, If bekeep 
ro the Common Opinion- he -cann't Auſwer to Sora, There can 
be 
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be no Imputation upon this account, of Chriſts Righteauſneſs to-anp;, 
Bar if he come «ff, and ſay Chriſt ſuBered not for us, inthe Senſe 
.of 4n our Perſon, ſo as in Law-ſenſe, we muſt be reckoned to have 
ſuffered and fatished in him, bur ſuffered for us, in our fead, in the 
ſenſe only, as to ſave us from ſuffering, then js there room for an 
Imputation of his Satisfaftion to us, that it may be made ours, or ac- 
counted to us as ours, which otherwiſe i: Chriſfts on'y. But how then 
ours, or accounted ours ? Not ours in ſe, (for that brings us back 
to having ſatizhed im bs Perſon) but ours in the Efefts. This, as 
I take ir, is a raatter of deep Conſideration : 1 appeal to Mr, Lobb's, 
as well as ro Mr, W's, own impartial Ju%gment, 

Oae thing remains, as yet not ſugg:ited by ary other, I have 
intimated that the entanglement of the two Points, | Sati;fafFion 
and Fwſtification ] in our diſcourfing of them one with another, does 
give occalion of clouding them, and that it will be an edifying 
matrer to endeavour to ſever them ſo, by putting a right difference 
between them, in relation to the Controverſie, as we may bring 
ſome light that will clear our Underſtandings in the DoQtrine of 
them both. To this end then let us know, that when the Scripture 
rells us of Chrifts dying for us, and bearing our fins, with the like 
Expreſſions, and we are agreed againft the Socinians, that what 
Chriſt did and ſuffered for us, was not only bono nrſtro, but loco 
moſtro, in our ſtead, our room, our place : Here 13 the thing I offer 
to Conſideration, that what is done by Chriſt loco neffre, muſt be 
applied to his making God SatisfeFion for us, not to the Point 
of our Fufificatimm, For explaining this, let us farther know (as 
Fgnified before) that to do or ſuffer any thing in anothers ſtead or 
room, isto do or ſuffer it to ſave the other from doing or ſuff:ring. 
Now in the Point of Sarwfattion, there is nothing that we do, or 
is required of us te do in order to make ir, or procure it to be made, 
ſe that what was done or ſuffered, in order thereunto, muſt certainly 
be in our room or ſtead, we being perfeQAly free from doing or fu'- 
fering our ſelves any thing towarts ir: Bur as for the Point of J#- 
fification, it is as Cerrain that there is our Daty required, our Faith 
and Repentance, and fincere Walkirg io order to it, and rhcre is 
nothing done or ſuff-red by Chriſt, that frees us from it. Ir is true, 
that the perfe& Obedience of Chriſt to the Law of Works, is to 
be accounted (in my apprehenſion, I have ſaid) to be perform'd in 
our place, ſtead, or room (and not only in regard to his own Perſon 
as Tuſtitia perſon) becauſe we are freed we know from that Obli- 
gation, as the Condition of Life, which we were by nature under, 

and 
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and that-therefore his Obedience, as well as Sufferings, 1'do account, 
does go into his SatiefaFion : But as for that 'Evangelical Obedience 
that 1s required of us, our believing, our repenting in order to our 
Pardon and Fuftification, there is nothing done by Chriſt in' the 
roomof ic, The tu'filling the Law by Chriſt (which he did both 
in regard to the Precept and SanQtion.) was in our room, place or 
ſtead, in order to his SarvfaF#zjm, bur his fulfilling the Law was not 
in our place, (trad or room, in order to our PEI Ie was in 
order to it, for obtaining Pardon and Juſtification upon the Goſpel 
Conditions z but it was not in our re0mm, place or ſtead, in order to ir, 
Whether in ſaying this, I ſay ſomething to the purpoſe, or no, I ap- 
peal to the Judicious B.ſhop. Only | muſt add thus much, that this 
is that which (in effe&) I have ſaid in former Books, ſpeaking to that 
Commutation of Perſons, which Dr, Owen hath ſtood fo much upon, 
and now Mr. Lobb, thatit is to be acknowledged, as to the Imperra- 
tion, bur not to go into the Application of our Redemprion. 

The D:ath of Chriſt muſt be /co neftro, as it is the paying the 
price, the making Satwfaftiom, and fo the impetrating the Benefirs 
we have by it ; bur it can be onely bono noſffro, as to any Benefit 
it ſelf, which is all one as þ9no noftro only in tbe Application, Pray 
ſee Pacif. P. 30,31, 32, Upon which words (Repeated, Right. of 
Ged. P. 35, 36.) | have defired Mr. William's, and Mr. Clark's, 
and now beg the Biſhop's fuller Conſideration, 

The Arminian: upon the Point of Sarwfation are cautions in what 
they grant, as Mr, Baxter is in both, and they will have Chriſts ſuf- 
ferings tro be a Vicepuniſhment, or Vicariows Puniſhment, rather 
than a proper and formal Puniſhment : Which Exprefſion' oughr not 
tro offend Mr. Lobb, nor any worthy Perſon, becauſe when the 
Scripture ſays, Chriſt died for w, and we underſtand by [ for w.} 
Vice noftri, in our room or ſtead, the Death or Puniſhment it felt 
muſt be in our ſtead, that is, a Vicarious Puniſhment, how can it be 
otherwiſe ? And becauſe there is nothing can be urged more effeu. 
ally againſt che DoQtrine of Socinus than this, that the Juſtice of 
God requiring a Patiiſhment to be irflifted, according tos his Law 
for our breaking ir, God was contented or ſatighed with a Vitarions 
Puniſhment, inflitmgone (though nor all that was in the Obligation) 
on his Son, The Puniſhment in this. ſenſe being Vicariow, the Me- 
ritorious Cauſe, our fins are accordingly faid Pro-meritorious, loo 
cauſe weriteria, or an Aſſumed Meritorious Cauſe, as Mr, Bexter 
before, and the wftiftion as Perſonal, be Materially not Formally Pau- 
niſhment, It this offends any, when ſaid by Epyſcopius, Curcelew, 
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Linpbereb, whom they fulpeRt as favouring Sreiniancfan, ito rgktn 
when ſaid by Mr, Bextcr, wbom none can fuſped&, Nay, though 
there be ſome Socinians who, under fuch Exprefions, do ſhelter 
themſelves, and by appearing Orthodox, ſeduce others (which may 
raiſe ſome zeal in Mr, Lobb againſt ther, nor —_— their end 
«nd ours in ſuch Expreflions, theirs being (as hinted before) at laft 


to. deny, ours to own Saticfaftion) : Yet ts nct tha ſufficient to cor- 
clude egainſt the ſame, becauſe there is more of Antidote than Danger 
by ther, For ſeeing all proper Puniſhment is tor fin, and (in cauſes 
Puniſhment (as hath been ſaid) by way of AMeri, and no other- 
wiſe, the Merit of our (ins, « well as our fins in the Paniſhwent 
muſt be laid on Chriſt, or elſe it is no proper Puniſhment, and if the 
Merit of our fins as well as the Puniſhment, be grantcd to be laid 
on Chriſt, we are then ingulph'd into Antinomaeniſm, according to 
rhis excellent Biſhop, the worthy Dr, Edwards, and Mr. Lobb blo 
ſelf aflenting to them, and what Mr, Lobb hath to ſay to this, be 
muſt conſider. ; 
The Caſe therefore being this, that either we mult admic that our 
fins in the Merit, were laid on Chriſt as well as the Puniſhment, or 
elſe that Chriſts ſufferings was no proper formal Puniſhment : | ſup- 
*poſe Mr. Lobb will rather fall in with Mr, Boxter than Dr, Crifþ,and 
yield in forme ſenſe at leaſt, that it was no proper Puniſhmenr, which 
is verily true, as proper is oppoſed to Vicariow, for a Vicarious Pu- 
niſhment ic was for certain, being inflited on Another, and not the 
Perſon or Perſons that ſinned, and being alſo not the ſame ( for that 
ſhould have been Hef to them) buran Equivalent, that fo it might 
be Setwfefiom, not Peyment, which would preclude Remiſſion : 
And ſeeing it was not the ſame infliction, nor inflicted on the finger 
himſelf, the Obligation toundergo ir, could not ariſe from the Law, 
which puniſhes only the Tranſgreflor of ir, and conſequently, tho' 
Materially, yet Formally was not Puniſhment as laid on the innocent 
Perſba of Chriſt. All this Mr. Baxter ſays, and it muſt be faid as 
true, plain, undeniable : and neverthele(s there bring a Puniſhmenr 
due to us for our fins, and our fins the Meritorious Cauſe of ir, and 
the Obligation to the ſuffering ir, ariſing from the Law as broken by 
us,, here is conſequently a proper formal Puniſhment to be inflicted 
Imperſonally, ns Grotins before, And it being nor 8gainſt the Juſt ce 
of God to take this Puniſhment Imperſonally conſidered, and lay 
it either on Another, or the Perſon or Perſons that fianed, ſo long 
83 no diſhonour to bis Lew, nor prejudice to bis Government comes 


thereby, Severity being ſhewen againſt /&, as pitty to the ſane, 
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A _ chat he'who wat the” 
"hould” become Man, 'to be a 'fit Perfon for the Work, it p 
God and bim, that he did aQually rake on him this Puniſhmenr, in 
fuch « manner as he was _— of ir, *(thar is, not in regard rb 
the Merit, or that he ſhould be held longer than he was under it) 
and' fuitable to fach a P.rfon (which biz Temporal i 

#n Equivalent) fo that by enduring the ſame in our behalf, "Satif- 
fattion was made, and God thereupon relaxes bis Law of Works, 
by paſſing = New Law, or remedying Law of Grace, whereby 
Deliverance and -Life, Pardon and Salvation is to be bad” on the 
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' This is that DoCtrine, which whoſoever imbraces, be be Arminia 
or Celvini, let him be Epiſcopins of Baxter, Mr. Williams or 
Mr. Lobb, it is all one for that : Bring us the Teſt, let us ſee their 
Books, and if we find in them « conſtant acknowledgment that the 
ſufferings of Chrift was @ Paniſbment for our ſins, and s Propitiatory 
Sacrifice to God for them, let them differ as they will in accuracy, 
we areat Unity in the Peint, Only let not any one that is more ac 
curate about it, deſpiſe him that is leſs accurate, nor he that is leſs 
accurate be ſcandalized at him that is more accurate, and caut 
leſt by denying or contraditing what is reaſonable to be granted, 
be ſhould barden the Adverfary, and blunt his own Faith : Know- 
ing this, that be he as cautious as he can, he will hardly be out of 
danger of one of the Extreams, and alſo that (as I bumbly think) 
he muſt however be more accurate than to go the Common way of 
the ordinary Proteſtant, or by avoiding the extream of Socmie- 
niſm on one hand, he will fall into Futimomieni/m on the other, into 
which many are already fallen that diſclaim ir, 

In ſhort, The ſufferings of Chrilt may be coofidered Perſonally, 
in Relation to himſelf ; or Imperſonely, in relation to us, Perſonal, 
in relation to himſelf, there being no Merit of bis own, and no 
Merit of ours imputable to that Holy Perſon, bis ſufferings could 
not be formally Penal : Imperſonaly, in relation to us, the Puniſh» 
ment being in our room, was ovr!, and conſequently muſt be a 
formal proper Puniſhment, and this Commutetion only, thus con- 
ſtrued, is enough for the explaining and upholding the Do&trine of 
Sattrfaftion. 

And yet again, that this Buſineſs, this difficule Buſineſs, the re» 
conciling Mr, Baxter and Grotine, be diſpatched, and thoroughl 
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HJying it on Chriſt, and nat us ; take it ſo, andthere i nothing to- 
found fault with in what Mr, Baxter, f@ys,. (ovlefs it be that'his- 
eper Judgment than others ({I bave ſaid) be faulty) by Mr. Lobb 
br any other jngenuous Man, any more than there-was in what Gro-- 
tins (ay, by Revenſperg, who falls upon him as Socinianizing againſt 
the Octhodox z 44 he. did not maintain,. that Chriſt underwent 
ihe very infernal Pains which we were to ſuffer, ſccing Calvin, 4nd 
Torme others after bim, did ſo teach and conſtrue Chriſts deſcen mo 
Heal, by his enduring ſuch Paios in his Agony, as thoſe are there, 
which is 2: private Opinion, and Grotivs accounts Chriſts ſufferings 
got the dem, but Tantunders ; and thereupon (1 ſay) did Reven-- 
Jſoerg.fall upon him, as ohe that did but berray our Cauſe, and agree 
aai'4 Sicinge. (which he bath ſo ſubſtantially defended 'againſt him )- 
in his excellent Book. of Sati:faZion. 
There remaing two -or three Notes more, I muſt have upon Mr, . 
MY 
7 that. whereas. he- obſerver,. that Mr. Williams. does make 
the Obligition that Jay upon Chriſt to ſuffer for us, or ro make Sa» - 
risfaction by his ſufferings to ariſe from the Mediatorial. Low only, . 
the Law of Redemption, or Commandment of . bis Father, _ which 
was proper to bim, through his voluntary Sponſien or Submiſhen to 
5, and not from the Lew -of Horks which was a Bond that he never - 
was in, neither at £-f,, as Mes Lobb grants, nor at Jof,-in regard : 
to his ſufferirgs, . becauſe he never brake it, he argues from thence - 
beth ſag acjouſly 28 induſtriouſly, that Mr: Wiliams muſt hold therefore 
with Mr.-Baxter, thatthe ſufferings of Chriſt was. not _—_—_ | 
| famely , 
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termined Judgment, that the chief 'and moſt immediate Fad, Effc»- 
Fruit or Benefit of - Chriſt? Death, is che [t6fafTion of an Offended. 
God, through the demonſtration of bu Juſtice thereby ,muſtde acquitted 
from S«cimeniſm, by all the World that know what Sociuus wrote - 
And that Man (1 will ade) that does mainrain the Doftrine of E- 
kftion, according to Auguſtine and the Synod of Dort, however free 
and conciliating he be otherwiſe in the five Points, muſt be acquic- 
ted allo from Armmiani/m, o Ace Foab know what Armi- 
niw, Epilſcopins, Carceliens, Lim the Antiſpnodalfs bave 
wrote. /# predbr ater do acknowledge here the Honefty, that is, 
Truth and Candour, of Mr. Lobb in his Egiftle, where be diſcharges 
Mr. Baxter from fuch Accuſations ; and though be looks in his Sheets 
like one that read Mr. Baxter only to carp and find fault wich 
him, (when in my Reading che ſame things, | muſt conleb 1 did 
look, and doftill, on all as Tight and Ioftruftion) I do yer, for all thac 
apprehend and hope a. better end in ir, to wit, that upon his | 
theſe Expreſſions to fuch worthy and ingenuous Perſons, as the 
Door and the Biſhop, he may, by their return, in time have ſuch 
2 moderated and ſmoothed State of the whole Matter (they taking 
in the light Mr. Baxter coffers with them) as ſhall be reconciliatory 
both to himſeli, and to his Brethren with him, 

H by Chriſts dying for us, and for our finz, there is nothing will 
ferve the Common Dofrine (which is that Mr. Cobb upholds, in 
the behalf of his Brethren, reſerving, | will ſuppoſe, the Liberty 
of following Truth hereafter whereſocver he finds it) but this, char 
God did look on Chrift, as appearing in our Perſon, and fo judged 
and condemned him for a Ganer, as one (1 ſay, being in our Perſon 
that deſerved his Wrath and Curſe, and therefore lid it on bim, 
whereby our full and proper Paniſhnent was Born, the Law Exe- 
cuted, and Juſtice Done: and if any will add with 4 
farther, that the torm=nts of Hell in his Agony and Siffering on the 
Croſs, when he cried, El, Ek, lamaſabefFbani, were laidon his Soul, 
that nothing of the very Punifhm-nt may be abated him, who does 
not ſee that ſuch a fatisfaRion is fo ſtrait laced, as will noe fit the Per.. 
ton of Chriſt, and that fuch Divines do more to drive Men to 

e-D Socinianiſm than Soemus himſelf could, while 

* Vera ſatisf«Zis efl they ſtand upon ſuch a SatisfaZimm ns no rea- . 


Unchiſparſren we: fonable Man can * Teczve, 


wn 4/ernam diving iftt juſtitia debelat ſays Sacinus, De Ser.4. 3.c. 3. 


Mr. Baxter offers ; fo that at laſt we muſt come to this, that the 
| Ends of Gods Law and Government being ſecured, it muſt be 
left te the Wiſdom of the Father and Son to agree upon what ſai 
faf4iom pleaſed them, for demonſtrating Divine Righteouſneſs againſt 
Sin, and Mercy toward the Sinner, and that-be ſufficient for us to 
believe. For, I muſt add, that ſo long as we agree in our-belief, that 
Chriſts Death was a Ranſom for our Redemption, and a Sacri 
our Sins, in the Senſe of the Types of old, where the f6a of the 
Sacrificer was laid on the Beaft, and the Blood thereof an Expiation 
for it, ro the end be might be forgiven it 5 what matter is it tho 
one holds this D:ath to be Formally, another ooly AMfaterialhy our 
* Puniſhment, or that one ſays, our fins were the proper Meritorious 
e, and-the other the Remote Cauſe or Occafion of ir, they both 
hold it Setifeftion, and intend the maintaining the DoQrine thereof. 
Proper Pgniſhment is an inflition of « Natural Evil on a P 
for Committing a Moral Evil : But Chriſt that endured the Natural 
Evil, never commuted any Moral Evil, and bow can that be proper 
Puniſhment ? The Puniſbment laid on him, was not due te him,but 
to us: The Puniſhment de fo us was Hell, but his Suffcrings 
Temporal Death : Is not here then one Puniſhment in the room of 
another, as one Perſon ſuffcring in the room of another ? And what 
Legerdemain can cover the Eye of any, as not to ſee this a Vicers- 
ous Puniſhment ? Again, when all proper Puniſhment is for 
the Meritorious Cauſe of it, and Chriſt finned. nor, and our 
cannot (according to the Biſhop) deſerve that another ſhould 
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| perſonal 
theſe ſufferings as due to us, may be ſaid to be groperly, formath, 
ard mencgs, Sec—wabacky bo '1 2 the Meritorious &k 4 
Puniſhment arifing from the Obligation of the Law, upon our break- 
ing it, puniſhment that was the Curſe of the Law, and which ke 
bare, when if we had our ſelves born it, it had been the Execution 
of the Law, the Execution whereof theſe Divines, who are for 
the Common ny fer ey Ie ps Satisfe- 
- ion ( wherein they are perfeAly our, for that, to the Schools, 
ks contrary to it) it makes them fo extrearm, as before mentioned, m 
their Do&rrine of SatwfoF#ion, as no Man unprejudiced can abide 
it : But Peyſonaliter, on the other hand, as theſe ſufferings are laid 
' upon Chriſt, inſtead of us (that is, inſtead, not as in our Perſon, but 
Snfead, that we might eſcape them) they are Nominally and Af- 

7 « but _—_ nay, \they qo _ ry Pro- 

ly Penal. They ariſe not 10, as t ito Cauſe,” 
nw, Ada the Obligation of the Law, and are no Execution of it. 
Why ſhould I go on to fay the ſame things over and over? I will 
make bold to conclude with Mr. Baxter againſt any, if there be 
any that think they have more ſagacity herein he, to oppoſe him, 
and fay, As the Perſon that was loco noftri, the fuffcrings 
were loco pane, our fins loco cauſe meritorie, his Sponſion Jecs 
obligetionss ex Lege, un Equivalent loco Debiti, und loco ſolutions 
here is at laſt efleted Sata faftion, Let Mr, Baexter's Adver- 
faries be who they will, and let them do what they can, they ſhall 
never make more of ir. 

Another thing which Mr. Lobb obſerves of Mr. Wiltiew:, that 1 
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& clearly. avy one 

that will maintain the Common Dbarine Gi 1 ſt” 


Anſwer hi, Tar if the Goſpel muſt 
neſs as anſwers the Law, 'that we may be juſtified b 
that necefizrily pref, that ir is by the Law'w 
but when indeed that bs riot'fb, for if it be by the 
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which anſwers the Law that the Goſpel provides for us, but it is che + 
Rig breouſneſs of God, that's matiifeſted without the Law, u =_ 
tevuſneſs revealed in- the Goſpel, in oppofition to the Works of the - 
Law, that it hath provided, for the Sinners Juſtification; . 

To be more-full arid ſariefuftory, av we draw to an End. . The 
Law is Otmnetimes taken ffriffly, 23 it requires perfet Obedience to 
its Precepts, that we may ve in thim,) und fo it is to the 
Goſpel : Or- it is taken largly, for the whole Db&rie of the Old Tefta - 
went, which contains Promiſes of Pardon and Life, upon 
Faith and Repentance, 'as well as the Goſpel. In the Senife Sr. - 
Paul (ays, the Righteouſneſs of God is marifeſt wichout the Law: In 
the / that yer it hath the witneſs of the Law. dvd the Prophets. - 
For Moſes tells us, that God is Graciess, Mereifal, forgiving hes, 
Trenſgriſſiin and Sis, andthe call bn'rhe'Ptople'ro Rifent, 
and caft. away (heir Tranſgreſſions, that they may live and not rv 


2 
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(78) 
\ which 4s all one with what the Goſpel Teaches, -It is ſtrange now 
that when this DoQrine of Faith and Repentance, which is ſo ou in 
both Teſtaments [ The juft Max ſball live by bs Faith] ſhould be ob- 
ſcured by the Doctrine of Imputation, which is a deviſed DoQtrine, 
not in Scripture.z I mean the Impatation of Chrifts Righteouſneſs, -in 
the ſenſe of per modum forme, or formalis cauſe, when in the 
ſenſe of per modums Meritz, it does but explain and confirm the ſame: 
Infomuch as thoſe Scriptures, which are uſually brought for ſuch 
Imputation, do efteftuslly prove the contrary to it, I mea, that it 
is not Chrifts Righteouſneſs imputed to us, but our Faith or Evange- 
lick Righteouſneſs imputed to us, fer Righteouſneſs, that juſtifies us. 
Toy, gray appear. by the Explication of fuch as theſe Scriptures fol- 
win | 

The Jews, being ignorant of Gods Righteouſneſs, and going about 
ro eftabliſh their own, have not ſubmit ed ro the Rigbreouſneſs of God : 
That is, not to that way of becoming Righteous, which God harh 
founded or inſtituted, and fo declared in the Goſpel, which in op- 
poſition to their Righteouſneſs, is by Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, For 
Chrift is the end of the Law for Righteouſneſs, to every one that be- 
lieveth. The Law in general was an Inftruction, in order to the 
coming of the Meſſiab, that we ſhould believe in him, and obey 
bim when come, and thereby be juſtified and ſaved. So the Apoftle 
otherwhere, Wherefore the Law was our School Mafter unto Chriff, 
that we might be juſtified by Faith. By Chrifts being the end of the 
Lew then, we may underſtand, either, The end, or deſign of the 
Lew, requiring perfe& Obedience, which no Man does or can 
perform, 1s to drive us to Chriſt, Bur how drive us to him? Is it 
to his Righteouſneſs, to be made ours ? No, there is po ſuch thing 
ſaid any where, but to bim for Righteouſneſs, through believing : 
Or, and for, Chriſt is the end of the Law in that he, by the Obe- 
dience of his Life and Death, fulfilling rhe ſame in our behalf, bath 
freed us from the Condition thereof, requiring only our Faith inſtead 
of That, and ſo Righteouſneſs now (or Juſtification) is ro every one 
who without the Works of the Law, does perform the Terms of 
the Goſpel, 

There # no Condemnation to them that are in Chriff Feſw, who 
walk not after the Fleſh, but after the Spirit. That is, They that 
are in Chriſt by Faith, and their Faith is found, fo as it cauſes them 
to walk fincerely before God, they are freed from Condemnation. 
For the Law of the Spirit of Life in Feſus Chrift, hath made me free 


[L 99-1] 

From the Law of Sin and Death. That is, for the Liw of "Grate, 
which is the Law of the Spiric of Life in Chriff, doth free ſuch 
from the Curſe of the Law of Works, For what the Law :could net 
do, in that it was weak through the Fleſh, God ſending bus Son im the 
likeneſs of ſinful Fleſh, and for fin condemmed fo bs the Fleſh, That 
is, The Law being not able to free us from Condemnation, orto 
juſtifie us, ſeeing vhro? our Frailry we break ir, which elſe would do 
it, God (ent his Son to take our finz on him, and by condemniag 
fin in him, or puniſhing him for them, be hath bereft fin of its Dam- 
natory Power over the Believer, That the Rightecuſneſs of the Law 
might be fulfilled in ws, who walk not after the Fleſh, but after the 
Spirit, That is, that the Juſtification (dxaivua )) which we-ſhould 
have by the Law, if we could perform ir, may be had by our 
performing only the Conditions of the Law of Grace, which is 
walking not after the Fleſh, but efter the Spirit, or not after the Law, 
but after the Goſpel. 

D» we then make wid the Law by Faith ? Tea, we eftablifh the 
Law, The Law taken largely (as betore) declares Gods Ordina- 
tion of a Sinners Juſtification by Faith and Repentance, as the 
Goſpel does, and thereby is moſt plainly eſtabliſhed or accompli- 
ſh:d. But to ſay further, The Law is eſtabliſh2d ( Gays Sr. Aw 
guſtine) by the fulfilling ir, Now Faith, if it be ſound, does work 
by Love, and Love is fulfilling the Law. But how does Faith 
and Love fulfil it > Not x4] e42:3427 bur x] imvzriey, not in the 
Rigour of it, but the Equity, or according to Acceptation thro? 
Chrift, When God then for Chriſts fake, does acceps of out 
Faith, or our fincere, though imperfe&t Obedience, for Rig bte- 
ouſneſs, this is that fulfilling the Law, which is 'all that can be in 
this Earth, and thereby the effabliſhing of it. 

As by one Mans Diſobedience many were made Sinners : ſo by 
the Obedience of one, ſhall many be made righteow, This is true, 

modum Meriti, but not per modum forme : To wit, we bein 
all by the Fall of Adam become corrupr, fo that there is, wy 
can be no Righteouſneſs according ro the Law -of Works in the 
World, the Lord Jeſus by what he hath done, hath procured a 
Law of Grace, and Righteouſneſs thereby, ſo that the finner that 
repents and believes in Chriſt, is by that Law made righteous, 
and enjoys the Benefits as much as if he were as perfe&ly Righ. 
teous as the Law requires. In this Senſe we may ſay Chriſts Righ- 
teouſneſs is imputed 'to us, that = ( per modum meritt ) > the 

A E ects, 
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-Rifefts, For as to jarpure is to infli;& puniſhment: $o to 
I ightec IN be Ped Ge 
y to him that is righteous, and fuch the Believer has, Par- 
don and Life Erernal. 

He hath made him for, that we might be made the Righte- 
anfueſ;. of God m bim, The Righteouſneſs of God, is the Ri 
ndecuſncls of Faith ; and to be made rhe Righteouſneſs of God im 
him, is to be made righteous thro' him, by believing ; or through. 
his merits, to be juſtibed by our Faich, As our fms are imputed to 
Chrift; (which, I fay, is only in the effe## of his fuffering for 
them) ſo is bis Rigbteouſness imputed to us, fay our Divines, 
But Chriſt is not. made formally a former by our fins : Nor there. 
fore we made formallyrighreows, by bis Righteouſneſs, 

I might proceed toother Texts, and then ſhew how upon this ac- 
count, though a Diſciple of Chriſt muſt learn to deny bimſelf, take 
up bis Croſs and follow him, yer are not his Commandments grie- 
ww, but _—— I bghr Ong in that fweet 
recumbency, , or re Sou upen the goodnefs 
and mercy of God, for Acceprance of his Performance, though 
but Conatuet Defiderio, and notwithſtanding all irs Imperfe&tion,umo 
Life, thro” the Merits of Chrift, there ariſes unſpeakable Conſolation... 
The true and folid Benefie hereof by the other DoQtrine, upon an 
only pretended ſhew of more, is Ecclipled, Sec Pacy. P. 27,28, 29. 


T= Commen Proteſtant Dotrine, is that by the Imputatien 
of Chrifts Righteouſneſs, we are juſtified ; where the Rogb- 
1eowſneſs of Chriff is the Matter, und Gods [mputation the Form of 
our Juflification, sZively taken ;_ and conſequently tbe Rig hteomſneſt 
of Chriſt imputed, the Form of it peſſvely taken, The Righte- 
vuſnels of Chrift- is the Matter, both of Adtive and Pafive Juſti- 
cation, bur the Form of Ave, is the Imputation of ir, and the 
Form of Paſſpoe, is that Righteouſneſs imputed, So it is ſaid in our 
Proteſtant Schools, [aputare Chris Obedientia eff formais cau'a 
wftre Tuft ifications; ' My Opimion now is different, that it is not 
by the Righeeouſweſs of Chrif\. but by the Righteouſneſs of God, 
;zmputed to us, that we afe juitiged, The Rightcouſnels of God is 
the Rig breouſneſs of: Faith, and Faith, or the Evangelick Condition 
performed 1s the Adatter ; and the Imputation of this Faith for 
Rightcouſneb, is the Forma. of our Juſtiacation. Faith is oppoſed to 
Works, 


trouſers i imqpured ro him aper his 
an Impucation of Chriſt intoolath to 
text for's out [ with hy ex ir,Our 
no otherwiſe to us for our Faſtific 
and other purchaſed Benefits. 
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APPENDIX. 


With reſpect to. the Reycrend. 


Mr. Wilhams. 


T Here is one thing in Mr. Williams Books remarkable {as to 


me) above any other, becauſe it is altogether de proprio, and 

concerns me and Mr, Baxter, and that 1s a laborate (I may 

not ſay elaborate) endeavour or contrivance for making good 
f-me Words of his to this Senſe, That the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt 
is, imputed to a B:liever otherwiſe, or more thay in the effe75, which 
is Mr. Baxter's Explanatiga of that Phraſe. And having wrote 
what | have ſaid, by way of Oppoſition, in one or two Places in 
theſe Sheers, ſuppoſing that Mr, Williams might write, and then be 
engaged to take notice of it, ſoas to yield, or Anſwer to ir, | ler 
it ſtand : Bur leſt he ſhould nor, 1 will my ſelf fay ſomething to it, 
The Original Words of Mr. V/illiams are theſe : Goſp, Trutb.P.39, 
Beſides the Eff &s being made ours, the wery Righteouſneſs of Chriſt @ 
*mputed 10 true Believers, as what was deſigned for their Salvation: 
Tea, t pleadable by them as their Security, and uſeful as if themſelves 
had done and ſuffered wbat Chriſt did. Not that Gud looks upon 
the B:liever, as having done in Chrifts Perſon what Chriſt did, he 
never thought ſo, but that it is as good, or for bis uſe, as much as if 
he had, The wery Righteouſneſs of Chrift 43 imputed to the Believer ! 
Here 1 aft ask £1 t what be mcans by Impuicd ? And I ſuppoſe he 
means,, 


('83”) 
means, Boing naps ex”7, as he Gays of the EfeZs, or Rechoned of - 
God as ours, tor elſe he muſt underſtand by himſelf, till we know what 

he means. [I ask ſecondly, How is the very Righteouſneſs of Chriſt 

Ours, or reckoned to us as 'Ours? And 1 anſwer, It is ours in the. 
Effets, and can be no otherwiſe, "The Ef+&: are ours Really, and 

his Righteouſneſs ours Relativeh, only in regard to thoſe Effe&s. . 
Mr, Wiliams ſays ſorgewhere, The Effet: are met imputed ; Very trues 
There is no Man ſaid they are, but that Chrifts Righteouſneſs is 
imputed, or made ours, #n the. Efe#s.. 1 ask thirdly, When Mr, Bax- 
ter, and I and be ſay thus much, does Mr, Williams ſay more ? . And 
ſeeing he. does,, What is that more ? .Daes he account that Chriſts 
very Righteouſneſs is made ours ſo as God does account us righteous 
in his Righteouſneſs, and that to be our. Juſtification, according to - 
the Common Proteſtant ? No ſure, he does not, .for Gods Judg- 
ment being according to Truth, he cannot look on that which is a. 
Quality or Accident in. Chrift to be alſo in us, for that is ſuch an 
Imputation as the Antinomian himſelf is not to be ſuppoſed (without : 
wrong) to believe: But it is conceived that he looks on us. as having . 
obeyed and ſuffered in Chriſt, as our. Legal Perſon, and fo to have | 
his Righteouſneſs reckoned to us as Ours,: in Law Senſe, for our 
Tuſtification. This is the Notion of the Common Proteftant, and ; 
Mr, Lobb, as undertaking their Cauſe, underſtandingly baulks ic . 
not :- But does Mr. Williams. by his Impatation own this? Certainly, 
by all_bis Books, he ſets himſelf to beat this down, @ that which is, , 
or.muſt lead to the Artinomian Error, ; This being fo, I muſt be- 
gin here to open my Eyes, and ſee that in this ſaying of Mr. Williams, -. 
there lyes not any Oppoſition ro Mr, Baxter or me, and that there. . 
fore I may attend to what he offers tro make. it good, .and be glad . 
if he can come cff_ well in ir. That: which he ſays, we have in the . 
Book and Place before: quoted, and in his Anſwer to gbe Report. p.87. . 
The Righteouſneſs of Chriſt be diſtinguiſhes into his Performance of . 
the Conditions of Redemption, and into his Right (or Fus adjudicatuw) 
by. that Covenant 7o he Believers Pardon and Salvation, . As to the : 
one, Which is that our D;vines all underſtand and ſpeak of, as ins 
cluding the - Obedience of his Life and Death, he ſays that it is #n- .. 
puted only Mediately, which -is all one, as impyted - only &n4be , 
Efedts, with Mc, Baxter, for be explains it by the very fomile Mr. 
Baxter does, The Redeemed Captive hath the Ranſom ar Money. 
only in-bis Liberty. But as to the other Righteouſnels - of - Chyiſt, 
which wich bim coaliſts in his Right:30 his. Reward, he fays it-is im-, 
puted Immediately, that is, impured in ſe, in our phraſe, and yo F 
{4 i 
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'that account mukes this ſaying, that Befides the EF*@: biirf 
ors, the very Ri Lee rgf np. Nene apooke 
| God promiſes Chriſt, that if he perform theſe Conditions, be (hall 
ſee bis Seed, and by bis rw (or Faith in him) ſhall mary be 
jufbified, Mr, Williems now this, the Righreoufneſs of Chriſt, a 
it 1s bis adjudged Right, £0 the Believers Pardon, and Salvarion, and 
this Right of Chrifts, the very Right is alſo (as be connts) the 
Believers, They bave (ſays he) Chrifs Right ; They are inveſted 
*n Chriffs Right co the Benefits, By all which, be muſt intend an 
Imputation i ſc; for | argue for him this Suppoſlitivn, that if this 
Right of Chriſt is an Efef of his Performance, and his Right 
be ours, che Efet#s, we all agree, are ours in ſe; ours really, when 
the Performance ir (elf is not ours, bur relatroely in thoſe EffeRts, 
If his Invention then here be found, he hath brooght himſelt clear 
off as to me and Mr, Baxter, and this ſaying of his noe hurting 
be [will fay ſomerbing in ics belralf, in anſwer to my own Ob- 

tons, 

One and the firft is, that Chriſts Righteouſneſs is a perfeft Righ- 
teonſneſs, and anſwered the Law : If char beimputed i fe, for our 
Juſtification, then we- are jo m juſtified - boys Lew, and not 
the Gofpel, The anſwer to'this.is, that according ts the Ayporheſis 
of the Common Proteſtant, the Righteouſneſs of Chrift, which is 
imputed to us, is bis fulfilling the Law in our bebalf, and Mr. 
Willems agrees with us, that this Righteouſneſs of his is awpared 
only Afedcately, that is only in the Ffe&:, Bur it i the other 
Righteouſneſs which is it ſelf an of Chriſts Perfor 
mance that is impnred to us is ſe; ſo thar upon the ac- 
count thereof he hath affirmed, that rhe very Righteouſneſs of Chrif 
is imputed to the Believer, We have not Chriſts own Performance, 
which isn Real Righteonſnefs, but we have his Right, which is a Re- 
latrue Righteouſaek, to be ours (he counts) for our Juſtification, 

A ſecond Objetlon is, that the Brethren are hereby deceived in 
bim, who may think he means the'ſame Righteouſneſs as they and 
others do, when it is another, The Anſwer to this is, It is true, 
are, or may be deceived in kim, but not by bin, ſeeing he hath 
his Explanation in fox or ſeven , inthe Book mentioned, where- 
by he hath 8cquitted bimſelf of this Accuſation, as to me and Mr. 
B. very well ; whecher it be ſo well ro them, ler J 

A third ObjeQion is, that the Right of Chriſt, and the Righe 
of the Believer cannot be one, The Right of the Believer can be 
no more” the very Right of Chrift; than the Believers Perſon = 


(85 ) 
de Chriſt. This is from my Pacifſcation; the anſwer to it is this, 
It s- true, rhat _ Right and the Believers Right, cannot be the 
ſame Phyſcelly,..that is indeed impofible; but they may be the ſame 

Ro our Divines underſtand rhe Impuration of Chrifts Obedr- 
owee to us) and that is plainly Mr. Wiljews — as appears 
by his Simile, of « Man buying Part of a Purchaſe, the Purchaſers 
4 to the whole is in Law his Right for that Parr he hath 
or It, 

A laſt Objeftion is from the Argument here offered, That | 
teouſneſs of Chriſt is- imputed to us for our Juſtibcation, ahrs 74 
the Meritorious Cauſe of it, It is not this Right of Chriſt*to bis Re- 
ward, but bis Perforwence,. was that, The anſwer to this,. which 


as to the Common Proteſtant, that knows no other Righteouſack of” 
Chriſt, but this Performance, is unanſwerable, muſt be left to him: 


to anfwer, who hath found out another, and the Afejor muſt 
be denyed, It is true, that Righteouſneſs which is Aeritorions, 1s 
imputed, but riot that «owe, but Chriſts Right alſo, This Jmme- 


Ir, 
{t wuſt bs ask'd therefore after this, what we are indeed to judge- 


diately, that Mediately ; but both together, 1 ſuppoſe he intends - 


of this fis- of Mr. Williams, 2s to the Reality and Truth of: 
it? Here ws a prudential fober fort of Notion propoſed, . not ws 
from. any Scripture or Senſe thereof, conftraining it Hur invented: 


' ir 
rather (1 Gy) for the retaining that Phraſe, the gratifying rhe pre- 
poſſeſſed, and fabſcribing ſuch ConfeiBons as _-_ r bog yet 
without forfaking-any of the Doctrines,. which he owns afrer Mr, 


Baxter-;, which being not an ordinary artempr, but ſhewing a Per-- 


ſon that ſtudies Men what they can bear, as well as Scripture what 
that enjoyns, I'cannot but in Iwereff-approve, and in Sincerity. de- 
clare my ſuſpicion of- ir. 

le muſt-be granted, that there is a Covenant (as our Divines con» 
ceive) made berween Chriſt and God, as there is one made with us 
in the Goſpel, That there was a Promiſe of God to Cbrif; us a 


Promiſe to ws, upon bis Performance, as upon owrs, and that a double - 
Security may he had and pleaded from thence, that upon believing. 


we ſhall be pardoned and ſaved , Mr, Wwiams may. make as much 


of this as he pleaſes, .as a greater matter of Security than others, who + 


rruſt- ro the ſk only, without more concernment, for 
ſuch Do&trine is innocent, harmleſs, affeting perhaps to ſome, and 
unexceptionable, ſo as to be received without Queſtion : Bur whe- 
ther the Right 10 bis .Reword, which Chrift had by. his-Performance: 


» 


-. 
* 


of; 


(86) 
of the Commandment given him by his Father, is communics- 
ble with the Believer > That is, Whether Chriſts Right to beve 
Seed, and ſuch as ſhall believe on bim, can poſſibly be the Believers ? 
Or, whether the Promiſe that Chriſt ſhall have ſome to believe in him, 
and fo be ſaved, be of the ſame import with that which ſays, He ther 
believes ſhall be ſaved? Again Whether there be any JImputation 
by God, of Chrifts Performance to the Believer as there is, or 
may be an Application of it, by the Believer, for hs ſecurity, in 
regard- to the Benefits ? And, Whether ſuch an Impuration (it there 
be ſuch) of Chrifſts Performance for the Behevers Security, be of 
the ſame import as the Imputation of it for his Juſtification ? Theſe 
and the like, are Queſtions which require the ſecond thoughts of Mr, 
Williams. 

In fine, there is one Conſideration, eſpecially the Confideration 
of what confuſion it muſt make in the minds of moſt, - to underſtand 
by the Imputation of Chriſts Righteouſneſs, anether Righteouſneſs 
than that our Divines hitherto have underſtood, and to draw their 
Words to a Senſe they never thought, which is to make them all 
equivocate or lie, is a matter of ſuch dangerous Conſequence, that [ 
muſt come to a Reſolution and Anſwer to my Reverend Brother ; 
which 1s, that omitting the Reply, that this Right of Chrif, he in- 
fiſts on, is ir ſelf. one Efe& of his Performance, and it that become 
Ours, the Righteouſnels of his performance here is imputed (or 
made ours) ſtill in regard to the Efe#s only : And omitting the 
queſtionableneſs of this Right being ours, already mentioned, [ 
muſt fay plainly, that this Talk of bis, (in his Anſwer to the Report ) 
that there is a Judicial Imput ation of this Rigbe of Chrift (which is 
one Eff) immediately, intervening between the Imputation of 
his Performance, which is Mediate, in order to the Efte&t of our 
Juſtification 8nd Pardon (which he muſt intend, or all is nothing to 
the Point) I ſay, isto me 8 Figmentum, a Fiftion, an Imaginary and 
Operoſe ſomething, which indeed is nothing, even according to him- 
ſelf, who tells us that The effefs ave not tmputed, Alas ! when it is 
ſo hard to take in what our Divines ſay of che Impuration of Chriſts 
Performance for our Juſtification (for how much eaſter is it of un- 
derſtanding to ſay, that for the ſake of what Chriſt hath done, God 
does forgive and ſave us on the Terms ot the Goſpel, or does accept 
of Faith inſtead of perfect Obedience, than to talk of Imp: ation, 
which is a Phraſe, as applyed to Chriſts Rigbteowſneſs, invented by 
Man, though as applyed to Faith expreſs Scripture? ) ro come to 
the multiplying and doubling theſe /mputation;, of Chriſts Right, 


( 87.) 4 

anions infrans, is a matter < Ho 2 Ne- 
ion, t an invention ( Eutia wor riplicands fon 
weerſkeate) ſo turning and over-turning what bath been ed by os 
Divines,as it were toplie turvy, and indeed ſo (as well as 
untrue, according to his own Axiom) upon that account,. that if it 
were not that by this means he gets « Liberty of Compliance, to uſe 
the Phraſe with the Brethren (who the moſt of them never concern'd 
themſclyes as to his Explanation) it would not be endured. 


B: it therefore known to all Men, by thefe preſents,that 1 7, Hunfrey- 
do acquit-Mr. Williams, of the Iacoofiltency I ſuppoſed mm bis Do- 
Arine, which concerns me and Mr. Baxter, upon this Notion or Inven- 
tion, if this invention of his be good : bur if it be found not good, 
but upon further Conſideration, a piece of bumane Wiſdom only. 
and a Shift, I do-yet conjure himtoretratt it, 


But to off:r ſomething before | have done moreover, for ſatisfaRion- - 
to my Friend Mr: Lobb, There is « CompaQ,, it is conceived by 
him, of Chriſt with che Father, that he will come «wnder the Law... 
both in regard to the Precegt and Senfjen, and that the Sanibion 
thereupon takes held on him, , his. voluntary Ameceding not. 
Interceding, the laying the Penalty.on him. s now cannot be, 
That Chriſt-entred not our Baxd at firſt. with us, Mr. Lobb ſees, and 
ſays, The Bond ran-not,. that if we, . or our Surety performed it,. 
the Obligation ſhould be void, for rhen-upon Chriſts keeping the 
Law there could be ns Puniſhment due to him or us.: .but be en-- 
tred our Bond . when we had broken it, he entred into .the Obhi - 
gations of the wielated Law, of. Works (he ſays) and fo the Law- 
raking him as under that Violation, and Conſequently. +as under its: 
SanRtion, it laid the Puniſhment immediately an him, as the Per-- 
ſon to be puniſhed, and in that regard, even in regard to the Saw-- 
tion, it was (be accongts) a proper -P aniſhment, This I take to be; 
the Error of the Common Proteſtant, and ſo Mr, Lokh4 upon that 
account, Ir is true, that Chriſt yoluatarily undertook or —_— 
to come under the Precept.of. the Law (unto which. yet it ſelf, asa. 
Divine Per/on ( Adiones being Suppoſitorwn) he could not have. been-+ 
obliged otherwiſe, ſay Divine) .and to undergo the. Curſe, or Pu-. 
niſhment due to us, but nor to come under the Sanition, that being .; 
ieppoſſible, becauſe the Sontor (as to the Comminaztary Part,.we . 


M. under. - 


, and rhac 
raki oo rn drag 4t could not be a 

n Mr Labb's Senſc of Proper, cond Fake 
bur @ Hoetious Puniſhment, as Mr. Baxter over and over dow 
tcl] us, 


If Chriſt came onder the SanQtion of the Law, fo as the Pu- 
nihment was due to him Ex oblig atione Legis, which Mr. Lobb holds 
{bur as pleading only the Common Proteſtants 'Cuuſe, 1 will ſap- 
poſe) then muft he be accounted of God as a Sinner, ney, as the 


2 my 
Rt ths Gale fe ker ks 2c, opting. "Nati 
probation of rhe Biſhop, for his oppofing egy ok 


Dodrine of the i Ztnrknteniin, and which Mr, Lobb diſclaims, as 
heartily 2s any, O thou wy Friend therefore, Mr, Common Proteftent, 
be ic known to all, /char Chriſt ſuffered not as a Si-mer, but as an 
Ineerceder, and not from the Obligation of the vieared Law of 
Works (which he violated not) but of his Fathers Commandment, 
which was proper to him, or of the Lawof Relewption, ns Mr, Wil. 
liems after Mr, Baxter does ſedfaſtly teach, Chriſt indeed took on 
bits the Obligation ro ſuffer for our ſins, bur ' not Our Obligation : 
He'bare the Puniſhment of our fins (ler me ſay), yet Perſonally not 
Owr Puniſhment. Whea Chriſt is ſaid to be made under the Law 
(Gel, 4. 4.) 1 anderſtand ir of the Law of Moſes, as a Few born, 
for redeeming the Fews' from it: Yet as one of Mankind was he 
alſo under the Lew of Works 23 to the Precey*, and fulfilled ir for 
freeing us fron that perfe&t Performance, as the Condition of Life, 
and frotn 'irs being to us the Rule of Judgment : but he was not 
under the Penal Sani#jm, nor could be, being innocent. He was 
xdltcs Yerouere; (Gol. 3. 13.) made @ Curſe, but _— 
(G 


(641.3. 10,) ander the Curſe, which none bur the Tranſprefior is, 
Cd Gave Me Lobb is come ro ſee he muſt part wich che 
Common Defirine, ſomewhere, or into Antinomianiſm, be is 
ſo rational and fair a Man a believe.) as bis own Genize (when 
once he can bz cool and confider) will fuggeft to him, that it is 
berrer nor to ſer out at all, than to halt by the way, and not to go 

ite bome, If he be convinced that the Perſenal Guilt of our ſong 
could not be tranſlared on Chriſt, fo as to make him a Legal Sinner 
(which is all rhar the Crgpian, 2s well as the Common Proteflant 
Do&rine, ever meant) , then will be ſee that the Perſonal Righteauſe 
neſs of Chrift cannot be rrarflited neither on us, fo as that we 
ſhould be Legally Righterus in him; and conſequently agree wich 
Mr. Baxter and me (leaving Mr, VVi&ams, if he wont came 
on, behind ) in the DoQtrine both of Sarigfe@jiom, and Fuftifs 
£41403, 


I muſt add as a CoroZavy, that the Phrafes (my Friend does ftand 
fo. much upon) of Chriſts ſuffering is ewr Perſe, or in our flead, if 
they be uſed as the ſame, and fignifie no more but char Chriſt being 
a Divine Perſon, did ſuffer a Temporal Death, as an Equivalent to 
fave us from ſuffering Erernal Damnation, they are <qually to pals : 
But if either of them be made to bear fuch a Senſe, as that Chrift 
did Legally perſonate us, ſo. as we are to be accounted to have Cone 
or ſuffered in him, that which he did or fuflered, or what may 
ſeem leſs, that this Commutation of Perſons, did put Chiift under 
Our Obligation of the wiolated Lew of VVorks, ſa making kim to 
be accounted of God as Simmer, and dealt with 'as a Sinner, to the 
end that his _— may be maintained to be a proper Pawiſh- 
went,, the Phraſe, or Phraſes are ſtretch'd beyond the Staple, become 
dangerous, .the Senſe Antinomian, and to be difallowed, 


And now to diſmiſs Mr. P7:Jiem; and Mr. Lebb both, The fumm : 
of Mr. Lobb's A comes to this Syllogiſm, That Perſon who 
holds that the fafferings of Chriſt was not a Proper Puniſhment, but 
2 Vicarious Puniſhment ; Not Formally, but Mazerially Puniſhment; 
That our Sins were not the Proximiow Meritorious Gaule, bur the 


Remote, the Pro-meritorious Cauſe, or Occafion of them 5 That they 
aroſe not from the __ of the Law, or from the Sendfion of 
ich includes with Mr. Lobþ that Cormmuts-- 

£108: 


the Law of YVorks (w 


. 


(90 ) 


Tien of Oeſons a makes Chriſt Gailty, taken, - judged, and execy- 
red 4 our eſew) bur from his voluntary ons ke or ſubmiſſion to 


his Fathers Commandment proper to him {which implies with Mr. 


Lobb, 


that the infl:ing of Sufferings on Chriſt, could be no aRof 


Gods Reftoral Juſtice, but of Dominion, when | take it to be an a& 
of God both as Refor, and Supra Leges togeth:r, and ſuch a Re- 
laxation of his Law as Zaleucus Fact was) z That conſequently 
the Low (in the Threat) was not fulfilled by him, ſuch a Perſon 
13 a Socinian, and denies the DoQtrine, or denies that which is ne- 
ceſlary to explain the Dotrine, of Chriſts Setisfaflion, But Mr. 
VVilliems is fach a Perſon, Ergo Mr. V/liems is one that denies 
that which is necef{iry ro this Explanation, 


Here Mr, Lobb makes it his buſineſs to prove the Afjnor, which 
he hath effetually dove in quoting Mr. Baxter in many places (and 


more might be added) ſaying theſe things, and then producing 


man 
Condfencions and Paſſages out of Mr, FV/illiams to prove that he 
muſt be of the ſame Opinion. Now if Mr, /V/illiams denies the 


Amor, 


and goes to vindicate himſelf as to thar, he may be 


aſhamed, for Mr, Lobh has done bis Work, Bur Mr, P77; 
liams, 1 ſuppoſe, as well as I will deny the Major, And 
what hath Mr, Lebþ to ſay for that, but all Graw? Why 
here is a Swppofition preſumed that the Sat#wfaZiom Chriſt made 
for our fins, was to be ſ#ch and ſach as they bave faticied, 
or elſe it muſt be no fatisfaftion, when the miſtake is fo great, 
that if all that were neceflary theretog which they pretend, 
the Lord Chriſt was a Perſon uncapable to make it, and fo 
there muſt be none, and we be all Socinians I have there- 
fore two Anſwers to give Mr. Lebb. 


The Firſt ſhall - from himſelf , _ bug Mr, Williams 
is arguing, That if we my wery properly be ſaid to be puniſhed 
om Chrif for our fins, then muſt it be granted, that we made 
ſatuſaftion in Chrift, and are owr own Redeemer:, He anſwers, 
No, becauſe rbe ſatwfattim aroſe not ( ſays be ) from our ſuf- 


fermgy 


in Chrif, nor indeed from Chrifts Sufferings, confidered 


abſolutely and in ſe, but from the Fathers acceptation of the Song 
ſafer. This is judiciouſly ſaid, The words he adds, ar they 
were 


obligatione Legis, and an Equivalent to the demerys 
of 


of our fins are Petitio Principii, - for he might pit in-& well | & 
ow ſins ' were the Proximous Meritorious Canfe - of rhew, nd « 
they were -4 grojer Paniſhmens, 


l anſwer him therefore accordingly, That fſecing the Sarſ- 


faftion Chriſt made was not indeed a of the Law 
ir ſelf but of the Laiw-giver, who though Aeffor, is alſo Sx- 
pre Leges (the Lew which requires ciurn dclinquen- 


is, being not execured, but Satwfefiom made, that it. mi 

not be fulfilled on the Sinner) and ſeeing the SatisfaQtion lay 
Fundamentally in the Acceptetion of the Farher, 'or as.perform'd 
according to the Will of both, What if it pleaſed God to 'ap- 
point and accept of a FVicerious Puniſhment, inſtead of a -pro- 
per Puniſhment, who is there can have any - more to fay 
againſt it, ps 9:41 has } 


I will add in regard to ſome freſh Sheets of Mr: Lobb come 
out, called, A further Defence, which in ſetting forth Mr, Baxters 
Do&rine 8s oppoſite to that which is commonly Received (accor- 
ding to Dr, Edward:, and others) has done Mr, Baxter Right and 
Honour , as I account ; That for as much as God a@ts (accor- 
ding to him, and Truth ) both as Reffor and Lord allo Supra 
Leges, and the great Ends of Government in general; ſuch as 
the Demonſtration of Gods Righteouſneſs, his harred to fin, the 
deterring the Sinner by exemplary Puniſhment, and - even hls 
greater Glory, might be attained in the way which God took, 
without fulfilling the dire end of the Law in a proper puniſh 
ment, on the Sinner, (or on Chriſt, as a Sinner) Ir is ſuch « 
SatisfaBtion 23 Mr. Baxter offers (that is, a Satisfation of the 
Law-giver) and not that Mr, Lobb ſtands upon (a SatisfaQtion 
the Lew) which is to be maintained: For this being Secinas 
fundamental Errour, That True Sa:«ufe&#ion lies only im @ full 
payment of the Debt, and Eternal Death being due to every Sin- 
ner, the DoQtrine of SatwfeZiom ſertas to him apparently Falſe, 
* Chriſt ſuffering not that Puniſhment ; and thoſe Divines now that fall 
in with him into that ion, have not an Anſwer to give 
Socinus 3 whereas» Mr, Lobb bath fer out Mr. Baxter's Doftrine in 
the ſeveral branches, to be ſo tight and uniform, that the light 
thereof ( though wrapt in his Clouds of Blame about it) does ap» 
pear 


[-IÞ 


i6 hoſt ehbaviaiee ind: irrebiftible 4; and [ cannot bur» think that- 
Lobb himſelf, when tone fodbely «nd lay' by oppoſtion, muſt 
be ready to embrace it,. It is Mr. Baxter's Satufaftyen, - 
be juſtified againſt Socinus, Mr. Bexter's Doftrine is ſuch as does 
force even the Secinienz ta and acknowledge themſelves over- 
come by ic, This is ſuch ine ay reoronn as 7 7" 
more friendly y of it (See'Mr, Baxter's own 18 pra 
tions together) for Mr. ns Vindication, and Mr. Zobb's Re- 


The Scoond /Anfwer I have, is made already in theſe Sheets, and 
that is,. that there is one Word, and that taken from Grotins bimſelf,. 
which hath done it. The word [ Imperſenaliter}] docs reconcile 
Gretixs and Baxter, Mr. Williams and Mr. Lobb, the Biſhop and us 
all ;. and that word therefore, without any thing more, 1s enough to 
ſolve the difficulty ;- and conſequently to explain aud make good this. 
Great Dectrine of Chriſt SarwfaFim. 
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BOOKSELLER 


TO THE 


READER 


Reader, 


Heſe Letters and Animadverfions,put thus together 
| by my Appointment, were intended to come out 
Av to the Animadverfions as a ſecond- Part of 
the Friendly Interpoſer, and the Letters as the Jiniſtivg 
Work to that Do&rine propoſed by Mr. H. in his Midd, 
Way, and confirmed in his Righteouſneſs of God, unto 
which Book he would have had them annex'd alone by 
themſelves : But in regard that the ſeveral Papers of his, 
concerning the late Difference among the Nonconformiſts in 
Dottrinals (whereof the Point of Juffifcation is the chief} 
will come with theſe to forty Sheets, I have t t beſt 


my ſelf (and have found good Cauſe ſo todo) to bind the 
whole in one handſom Book, that any that will (fo long 
as each of a ſort holds out) may have it. 


7. P. 


